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ABSTRACT 


A co-operative study was undertaken by a School, a community 
consultant from A.R.F. in St. Catharines, and the Evaluation Studies 
Department of the last named organization. The goals of the study were: 

1) To provide baseline data for comparison with data collected 

at a later point in time after certain attempts had been made 

to effect change in patterns of communication amongst and 
between students, their parents and teachers. The hypothesis 
underlying this intervention was that poor communication in 

the family and in the school is related in various ways to 

drug abuse; 

2) To investigate the interaction of different attitudes 

toward education, discipline, communication and drugs and 

their relationship to drug use, as an exercise in basic research; 

3) To provide data on the basis of which some long-term rational 

intervention could be attempted. 

The report attempts to reflect the developmental nature of the project 
and the interweaving of research and intervention. The results of a 
survey conducted to tap the attitudes and behaviour of students, parents 
and teachers reveal interesting relationships between communication, 
attitudes toward drugs and drug use. Also, some light is cast on the 
structure of attitudes of students, parents and teachers relative to 
education, drugs and discipline. An attempt is made to put these findings 


into the context of the school as a changing organization. 
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CHAPTER 1 


Implementing Change in a High School: 


A Study of attitudes and behaviour among 
students, their parents and their teachers 


INTRODUCTION 


This report summarizes progress made in Phase I of a two 
phase research and community development project conducted in and with 
the co-operation of a high school in St. Catharines. The history of the 
project, briefly, is that in April 1971, the Evaluation Studies Branch of 
the Research Division was contacted by the Addiction Research Foundation 
office in St. Catharines with a view to designing an evaluation for a 
programme soon to be implemented in a high school in St. Catharines by 
the Addiction Research Foundation. Specifically, this programme was to 
involve the almost full-time efforts of an ARF community consultant who 
would be attached to the high school. This involvement had been agreed 
upon by ARF and the school's principal. The latter, indeed, had been the 
initiator of the negotiations which led to the involvement. 

In April 1971, the specific goals of the ARF consultant's 
involvement had not been worked out. Therefore, the first part of the 
researcher's job was to help the St. Catharine's office to clarify their 
proposed goals and methods. This co-operative development of procedures 
has characterized the research component of this project from the very 
beginning. The ARF consultant has been involved in all phases of research 
design, implementation and analysis. Conversely, continuous feedback from 
the researcher has enabled the consultant to re-direct his efforts where 
it appeared necessary. 


At all events, by early summer 1971, the following statement 
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had emerged regarding at least the role to be played by research in 


the project. 


Purpose of Research: 

To test the hypothesis proposed by the St. Catharines Branch 
of ARF to the effect that: 

(i) Drug abuse is related to poor communication between 

students, their parents and their teachers, and 

(ii) Increase in communication will alter the pattern of 

drug abuse prevalent amongst students. 

In the hypothesis above, the term "communication" was taken 
to refer to the level of development in the process and structure by which 
information (both cognitive and affective) is allowed to pass unimpeded 
and unscreened between individuals and groups. “Drug eee as defined 
by ARF in St. Catharines, at that time, meant “use of drugs to solve 
problems". In spite of the ambiguity of this definition, it seemed clear 
that an “instrumental" use of drugs (as opposed to abuse) was implied. 

It was decided that, in order to test this hypothesis, a 
number of different kinds of information would have to be gathered con- 
cerning the existing degree of congruence in attitudes and behaviour 
between students, their parents and their teachers. It was assumed that 
the greater the degree of congruence between these groups (and within them), 
the more likely it would be that the school could do an effective job, e.g. 
if a student found himself caught between a number of philosophies as 


reflected by the different attitudes and behaviour of his teachers, his 
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peers and his parents, it was assumed that he would have to defend himself 
against the resulting ambiguity by creating his own code of ethics and 
behaviour. Amongst these defensive alternatives is drug use. 

The ARF in St. Catharines was operating on the assumption that 
communication of such differences would be the first step in resolving them 
in the sense of reducing their ability to alienate groups from one another. 
Indeed, it was assumed that the process of communication is more important 
(and realistic) than congruence between the attitudes of the various groups. 
Some differences may never be resolved save in the sense that there is 


mutual awareness of and some respect for different points of view. 


Research Objectives: 

With the goals above in mind, the research team designed the 
following objectives. By means of a major survey and a lengthy observa- 
tional study, we would: 


(1) Provide a baseline of information on the attitudes of 
students, their parents and their teachers with regard to: 


- the goals and methods of the educational process 

- the meanings and ways of achieving responsibility 
and maturity 

- adolescence and the concerns of youth 

- communication and discipline 

- drug use and the drug user 


(2) Gather behavioural data on as many of the areas above 
as possible. 
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June, 1972. 


The results 


(3) Investigate the degree of relationship between these 
variables. 


(4) Investigate the relationship of all these variables to 
Student drug use. 


(5) Employ this baseline information as a guide for the 
organizational change agents (the principal and ARF). 


(6) Employ this baseline information as a basis for comparison 
with a poll of the same information one year or so later, thus 
providing a measure of change. 


(7) Develop a research framework for an assessment of the 
efforts of the change agents. An attempt will be made to 
describe the process by which the agents implement new 
policy and this process will be related to principles of 
organizational change. 

(8) Attempt to relate the efforts of the change agents to 

any change that may take place in the aforesaid attitudes and 


behaviour of the three groups (i.e., relate outcome to 
process). 


of Research Objectives: 


These objectives, with the exception of numbers 6 and 8, which 
completion of Phase II, have been partially achieved as of 
Their total achievement depends upon further data analysis. 


so far, however, are contained in the following chapters. 
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Overall Project Objectives, Summer and Fall, 1971: 


In the summer of 1971 it was less clear what the role of 
the ARF consultant would be in the schoo}. Partly, this was due to the 
fact that the consultant needed the baseline information to be provided 
by the research in order to make a systematic intervention. Meanwhile, 
however, it was decided that the consultant would begin work in the school 
in the Autumn of 1971 and that he would explore the school as an organization. 
This meant keeping a regular daily dairy of all observations and interac- 
tions which would be fed to the researcher for analysis in organizational 
terms. Thus, the objectives for the overall project in the Summer and 
Fall of 1971 were: 

(1) Define the goals and operating methods of the school. 
Compare these with the goals and chosen methods of ARF. Since ARF is an 
organization potentially seeking to change another organization (the 
School), it is necessary to have this information in order that the rep- 
resentatives of the two agencies are not working at cross-purposes. If 
the goals of the two agencies are reasonably congruent relative to the 
desired product of the system; the desired process and structure by which 
these goals are pursued and the desired impact of the organization on the 
community, there is some hope of a viable relationship. 

(2) Define specific ARF input. What will the consultant 
actually do? 

(3) Develop instruments for gathering of baseline information 
and for assessment of change. These tools will be in the form of ques- 


tionnaires and observational techniques. The latter will include the use 
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of participant observation, interviews, audio and visual recording devices. 
At all times, the school and the innovative systems will be considered 
in the light of organizational theory. 

(4) Test instruments and-refine them by running a pilot survey 
of all three groups during the summer of 1971. The involvement of these 
groups will be solicited. | 

(5) Set up comparable research in control schools. 

(6) Administer major survey to students, their parents and 


their teachers in September/October 1971. 


Achievement of Overall Project Objectives for Summer 1971: 


(1) Definition of goals and methods of the school and ARF -- 


As with most of the objectives listed above, this process took longer than 
anticipated. In fact, this area has proved to be one of the most crucial 
in the whole process of intervention. It seems absolutely essential that 
the actual degree of consistency between the target agency (here, the 
School) and the intervening agency (ARF) be worked out before anything else 
is done. As in this case, the process of clarifying this issue can be a 
long and painstaking one. This was so because neither of the agencies 

was sufficiently clear about its philosophy, goals and objectives in 

the beginning. Thus, a great deal of time -- extremely valuable in itself -- 
was spent in clarifying these areas. It cannot be said even now, however, 
that ideal clarity exists. Yet a process has become inaugurated in the 
school whereby it has become legitimate (in the eyes of the Principal and 


seemingly many of the teachers) to pursue these issues on an ongoing basis. 
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It is worth noting that many of these issues were raised as a result of 
the research-oriented pursuits of the community consultant. 

In attempting to achieve the above overall project objective, 
it became clear that one of the research objectives could also be achieved -- 
namely, number 7. This objective involved an attempt to describe the 
efforts of the change agents (ARF and the Principal) in terms of organiza- 
tional theory. The product of this endeavour was an analysis of the 
consultant's daily diary in organizational terms. The results are the 
subject matter of a separate chapter. All that need be said here, with 
regard to the achievement of objectives, is that the Diary, when converted 
into organizational terms, produced a very useful prospective planning device 
for the consultant and an equally useful set of baseline data for the researcher. 
This analysis revealed problematic areas in the school relative to internal 
goal consistency; the congruence of communication and power systems within 
the school relative to the goals; the relationship of stated goals and in- 
stitutional behaviour; and several other components of the school as an 
Organization. Nonetheless, it did reveal that a tolerable degree of 
consistency existed between at least the rhetorical goals of the School 
and of the ARF. Yet also, over time, an important difference in emphasis 
emerged. Whilst the school clearly saw its mandate in terms of "product 
goals" (i.e., what should the student be like when we are finished with 
him?) as well as in terms of "process goals" (i.e., what is the best 
system to achieve these results?), the ARF consultant increasingly began 


to define his role in terms of certain kinds of process goals. That is, 


he did not see his job so much in terms of producing a specific type of 
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individual (student, teacher or parent) but rather in terms of enabling 
a process whereby all the members of the school system (here, taken to 
mean the school and the community it serves) could communicate on both 


process and product goals. 


(2) Definition of Specific ARF Input -- It will have 


become obvious from the foregoing that the consultant spent a great deal 
of time in exploratory work. The emphasis changed, however, so that by 
February 1972, it had shifted to concentration on the process of communica- 
tion, noted above. This was restricted, as of the end of Phase I (June, 


1972) to communication between teachers and to some extent between students. 


(3, 4 and 5) Development and Testing of Instruments: Pilot 
Study -- The content of the major survey fell largely into the areas 


noted above under Research Objectives numbers 1 and 2. These areas were 
selected for a variety of reasons, principal amongst which were: 

a) the interests and desires of the school principal. The 
High school in question is a school in the process of change. Some 
question remains as to the direction this change will eventually take, 
but two obvious changes were a switch to the credit-system and to a non- 
graded regime. These changes involved -- as is no doubt often the case -- 
some basic philosophical and practical debates around the capability of 
students. Thus, the principal (with the enthusiastic agreement of the 
research team) asked for the inclusion of questions that would tap the 
attitudes of students, their parents and their teachers toward these and 


other educational issues. 
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b) The interests of ARF in St. Catharines. These centred 
around the relationships of various patterns of communication and disci- 
pline in the home and at school to drug use amongst students. 

c) The interests of the researcher. These coincided with 
those of the Principal and of ARF. A particular interest was accomodated 
in the design of the survey, namely the relationship between student attitudes 
towards education and towards drugs, and between these attitudes and those 
of their parents. 

In the Spring of 1971, the Principal suggested a simple survey 
of students and teachers which would ask simply what three things the 
respondents liked most and least about the school during the last year. 

The anonymous returns from this survey provided valuable data on the specific, 
current issues in the school around which questions on educational philosophy 
and methods (including discipline and communication) could be built. The 
resulting instrument, then, whilst perhaps being limited to some extent 

in time and place, was an attempt to relate to what students and teachers 

saw as relevant issues in their school lives at the time. 

In the Fall of 1971, a pilot version of the questionnaire was 
administered to 72 students of a school similar in characteristics to the 
experimental school. This school also agreed (at the request of the 
experimental school's principal) to serve as a "control" school if the 
results of the pilot survey were satisfactory, and if the final questionnaire 
did not have to be modified too much. To some extent, indeed, the results 
were satisfactory, although only 46 students were eventually matched with 


questionnaire returns from their parents to produce complete sets. This 
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proved to be a small sample for our purposes, since analysis of the data 
involved breaking the 46 units into much smaller groups, defined relative 
to certain attitudes or behaviour. Nonetheless, the original sample was 
selected at random, thus compensating to some extent for the smallness of 
the final group. Another limitation to these data, however, are that the 
control school has only grades 9 to 11, whilst the experimental school has 
up to the equivalent of Grade 13. 

Parents in the pilot survey were contacted in three ways. This 
was done at the suggestion of the community consultant in order to find out 
which method of recovery worked best. These were: 

(i) Delivery of questionnaire by mail, with a stamped return 
envelope. 

(ii) Delivery via the students themselves. The parents then 

had the option of mailing their return or returning it with their son or 
daughter.* 

(iii) Delivery by hand to the parents' home. Surprisingly, 
the last method did not appear to work best, and there was little to choose 
between the first two. Therefore, in the final survey the second method 
was used and the first held in reserve, i.e. those parents who did not 
return questionnaires via their children within a week, were sent another 
by mail, 

After these data were partially analyzed, the results were 


discussed by the Research team and with the School. 


Only the eldest child of the family was included in the final sample. 
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(6) The Final Questionnaire -- The results of the above 


discussion led to several changes and additions, but none of them severe 
enough to invalidate the use of the pilot survey results as control data. 

The major survey in the experimental school was conducted much later than 
anticipated -- January 1972. Data are still in the process of being analyzed, 
but it is felt that enough has emerged to date that a report is in order. 
Certainly, enough has emerged that the community consultant feels confident 
that enough baseline information exists for him to be able to plana 


systematic intervention. This will be Phase II. 
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CHAPTERS TI 


THE SCHOOL AS AN ORGANIZATION 


This chapter summarizes the degree to which the research 
objectives outlined earlier were achieved by means of observational 
methods and organizational analysis. The plan of this section is as 
follows: First, certain features considered to be common to all organiza- 
tions are proposed. Second, a development of these features takes us on 
to consider a method for locating different types of schools on an oraniza- 
tional continuum. Third, the Experimental High School is subjected to 
this analytical framework in two steps: 

(i) A synthesis of the Community Consultants diary for the 

first three months (September to December 1971) is given. 

(ii) The Researchers analysis and comment on the diary in 

terms of the proposed framework. 

Fourth, a review is given of how this analysis was used by the Consultant 


in the next step of his intervention. 


Common Features in Different Organizations : 


Goals -- All organizations have some description of what it 
is they are in business to do, This may relate to a specific product -- 
e.g. machine parts, or it may relate to a philosophical ideal, e.g. "to 
improve the quality of life of the citizens of Ontario". These goals 
may be clear or unclear, appropriate or inappropriate, internally consis- 
tent or inconsistent. One important indicator of organizational health, 


then ,is the degree to which goals are clearly and consistently stated by 
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various levels of staff. 

Systems -- All organizations have structures set up to 
implement their goals. These structures are probably best defined in 
relation to: 

(i) The division of labour in the organization. 

(ii) The distribution of power and status. 

(iii) The means of communication. 

These dimensions are clearly related. Division of labour, in this context, 
means the ways in which the jobs that must be done to achieve the goals 

are allotted to the work force in the organization. This allottment can 

be done in a number of ways. Two quite different methods are: 

a) A situation in which highly specific tasks are allotted to 
individual staff members who know exactly what they are to do and not to do. 

b) A situation in which staff perform different functions 
according to need and expertise, but where it is recognized that the in- 
dividual is capable to expanding his repertoire of skills if given the 
Opportunity. 

Division of labour is clearly connected to the distribution of 
power in the organization and again this can be done in a number of ways, 
e.g. -- 

a) Staff may split up according to rank, the one above 
having control over the rank below. In this situation, the line worker 
does what he is told to do and no more, unless a bonus or incentive scheme 
exists to legitimize extra work. 

b) Staff may be found to adopt supervisory or directed roles 


according to the nature of the job under consideration. Here, the line 
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worker has a high degree of discretion in the way he does his job and looks 
to his supervisor for monitoring and support. Decisions are more likely to 
be ie in groups, where staff who in example (a) would be merely recipients 
of orders play an active role in the decision-making process. 

Communication patterns that would. be consistent with the pairs 
of examples sketched above are: 

a) A uni-directional flow of information from supervising staff 
to line workers, following the line of command. Information-sharing is 


formal and little feedback is expected or desired from line staff except in 


formal, usually written reports. 

b) A high premium is placed upon the value of feedback 
communication in which supervisors rely upon line workers' assessments 
of situations for information that will form the basis of decisions. 

Often, the group that shares information is also the decision-making body, 
the two tasks thus becoming integrated. 
The Values, Attitudes and Behaviour of Staff: 

Organizations require people to run them. Ideally these people 
must endorse the goals of the organization to the point where maximum work 
output can be obtained from them. The motivational patterns associated with 
various task or goal definitions tend to be complex 7 but the following are 
examples of how different organizations, defined in relation to the dimensions 
listed above (i.e., division of labour, power, communication) go about select- 
ing staff whose value-orientations and behaviour are likely to be consistent 
with their goals. 

a) The superintendant of a maximum security correctional insti- 


tution has as his goal the safe custody of the inmates. His choice of staff, 
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then, must reflect the nature of the goal. Typically, these will be men who 
feel that physical containment is a legitimate punitive and/or rehabilitative 
method. Further, they must place a low emphasis upon the value of human warmth 
and communication as growth promoting factors in delinquent or criminal popula- 
tions. Indeed, it would be most desirable if staff could view the group as 
unchangeable and unreachable. 

b) The principal of a community school has as his goal the self- 
actualization of the students. He proposes to achieve this goal by creating 


an environment in which teachers, students and parents are maximally involved 


in the educational process. This means that teachers will have to accept 
students and parents as participants in certain decision-making processes 
and be prepared to cope with the challenges that will almost certainly be 
flung down to them concerning the content and methods of their teaching 
practice. Such teachers must be supremely self-confident in their ability 
to incorporate new and better methods and in their integrity as human beings. 
They must be prepared -- and indeed want -- to see students become indepen- 
dent, mature persons who may disagree with their teachers and openly critize 
the “latters'point of view. 

The examples above describe staff dispositions that are consistent 
with the goals of the organization. Far more frequently encountered is the 
situation where consistency is marginal. This is a problem that will be 
taken up in the next section. 

All organizations operate in the context of social demands and 
expectations. The degree to which an organization is aware of these and 


takes stock of them influences the chances of success or failure in 
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achieving goals, e.g., 

a) The principal of a high school decides that he will implement 
a curriculum change in which students take part in "encounter groups" every 
week. The purpose of these groups is to peas open discussion of moral 
issues, included in which might be abortion, drug use, sexual mores, pollution, 
and so on. The community in which the school is situated, however, is a 
bastion of conservatism, a spirit reflected in the composition of the School 
Board. The principal has not consulted the parents, who learn of the 
Bese rant only through their children. The parents protest and pressure 
is brought upon the principal, through the School Board, to desist. If he 
refuses to discontinue the offending practice, his chances of remaining 
principal for long are limited. If he drops the experiment, he has made 
it difficult for himself or anyone else to innovate again, given the climate 
of parental opinion. 

b) A public health service and research agency wishes to change 
its emphasis from concentration upon treatment of pathology and crisis 
intervention with the casualties of social and personal stresses ,to prevention 
of pathology and the development of healthy environments in home, school and 
work that will aid in prevention. However, the public looks to the agency 
for highly visible band-aid types of work, as does Government. Rather than 
Simply cut off direct service functions, the agency decides to adopt a 
bargaining position in which service is provided in the terms requested 
ONLY IF the client organization will accept a longer range intervention con- 
cerned with the root causes perceived by the public agency as being productive 
of the symptomatic pathology that it is called upon to deal with. This may 
mean that the client agency is called upon to inspect its whole philosophy 


and practice. Meanwhile, however, it is getting what it asked for. 
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Consistency : As implied throughout the foregoing, the internal consistency 
of goals and of goals with methods (i.e. division of labour, decision-making 
processes, communication) is an extremely important dimension of organizational 
functioning, and it is one that is frequently overlooked. Assuming that an 
organization has couched its goals in terms that are appropriate for its 
client population, its chances of effectiveness -- i.e. of achieving the 
goals -- are increased or decreased in proportion to the consistency or 
inconsistency of the total system with those goals. An inspection of the 
examples given above of the various ways in which division of labour, power, 
communication, staff recruitment and social demands can be managed will 
quickly suggest ways in which such inconsistencies can arise. In fact, the 
Situation of inconsistency is probably more common than the situation of 
consistency. e.g. A school whose goal is supposedly the production of 
"self-actualizing graduates" is likely to be obstructed in its aims by 
operating a system in which authoritarian staff are hired; where students 
are ignored as participants in decisions that affect their futures, or as 
human beings with a point of view. 

Direction Organizations can be said to have "direction", because they are 
either moving towards the consolidation of existing goals or methods, or 
towards the development of new ones. When an organization is in a state of 
inconsistency -- in the sense described above -- it can be said to have more 
than one direction. These directions can often be antagonistic. e.g. One 
group of teachers in a school may wish to consolidate their authority over 
the students, whilst another group wishes to give students far more autonomy. 
This creates a stress situation. These situations tend to be very useful to 


the observer in deciding upon the current status of the organization. 
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Therefore, it is important that a consultant be able to identify 
the organization not only in space, but in time. He must be able to spot 
the direction of the organization or at least make an intelligent guess at 
it. He may do this by considering those conditions that are likely to co- 
exist when an organization enjoys a state of consistency between philosophy, 
theory and practice, and those conditions that are likely to betoken strain 
away from a given order. 

An Organizational Continuum: 

Relating back to the framework outlined above, it can be seen that 
organizational conditions - defined by goals, systems, staff orientations and 
social demands - can be grouped along a sort of continuum. It is tempting 
to ascribe labels to these points which will immediately betray the value- 
orientation of the labeller, e.g., "Rigid" seems to be associated typically 
with "bad" and "flexible" with "good". Be this as it may, these epithets 
can also serve simply to describe certain organizational features, and it is 
up to the consultant and his clients to decide what value to place upon them. 
Thus, in the series of models that follows, the sections numbered "1" contain 
the related conditions associated with a certain type of organization, the 
sections numbered "2" contain those associated with another, etc. In practice, 
of course, there will be many more "points" on the continuum than are rep- 
resented in the following models. The reader is referred to other sources 


: F , : 4 
for a more thorough investigation of these ideas. 
GOALS 


1. Graduate who conforms to major norms of dominant 
culture; who can land high-paying jobs and "make 


it" in competitive job market. 
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Graduate who values independence, but who has 
internalized many social values of the dominant 


culture with little reflection. 


Graduate who can work and think for himself BUT 
who values co-operation and interdependence with 


others. 


SYSTEMS 


(General Orientation) 


Emphasis upon production, ease of management. 
Few risks are taken; eye of management on 
quantity rather than quality. Little or no 


experimentation. 


Concern for production is tempered by humane 
standards which are introduced haphazardly as 
palliatives to the ill-effects wrought by the 


general structure of the organization. 


Concern for people becomes of paramount 
importance. Risks are taken to ensure that 
individuals receive the best environment for 
growth as persons. Emphasis on quality, 


innovation. 
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Concern for people involves the responsibil- 
ity of making sure they receive basic informa- 
tion according to which they may make rational 


decisions. 


SYSTEMS 
(Division of Labour) 


A. _General Division of Labour 


Staff have highly detailed and narrow job 
descriptions. They belong to one specific 
department or division. They are responsible 
to an immediate supervisor who tells them 
exactly what to do and what not to do. They 
do not work with staff of other departments, 
Or feel answerable to anyone but their 


immediate supervisor. 


Organizational pressure to stick to one set 
job is relieved. "Co-operation" is Hea us 
to be a "good thing", but departmental and 
divisional barriers still exist to frustrate 


this happening in any real way. 
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Staff may have specialized skills, but their 
effect is enhanced by pooling with those of 
other staff for the completion of specific 
tasks. Organization changes as the nature of 


the job changes. 


B. Division of Labour 
(Relationship with Community) 


( = Response to "Social Demands") 


Staff see themselves as experts to whom 
community should listen. No active participa- 


tion by community is solicited. 


Community is "let in" on token basis but only 
for Public Relations purposes. NOT intended 


that community have any real influence. 


Staff rely on community for testing of ideas and 


methods and invite participation of community in 


decision-making. 
Organization may bargain with community for 


best solutions. 
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C. Division of Labour 


(Staff Relationships with Students) 


Staff relate to students on formal, superior 
to inferior basis. Staff do not expect students 
to act responsibly and thus ensure that they do 


not. 


Staff try to relate to students occasionally as 
human beings, but do not integrate this with 


their teaching methods or classroom behaviour. 


Staff expect students to contribute both as 
scholars and as human beings to the process of 
education, which is seen as taking place inside 


and outside the classroom. 
uw 3) 
SYSTEMS - "POWER 


Low emphasis on autonomy and discretion of 

"line staff." Staff at this level are un- 
involved in decision-making; they follow orders 
which come down through an heirarchical chain 

of command. No use of group planning, consulta- 
tion except to tell subordinates about decisions 


that are already made. 
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Staff are erratically consulted re their opinions, 


but are not regular parties to decision-making. 


High emphasis on discretionary ability (autonomy) 
of line staff in day to day decision-making. Use 
of group planning and consultation. 


SYSTEMS - "COMMUNICATION"© 


Uni-directional flow of information passing 
from supervisory to line staff. Informal 
communication between boss and subordinate 
discouraged. Interaction between staff levels 


is formal and keeps to job-specific issues. 


Supervisors are approachable on informal basis, 
but tend not to tell line staff where they 

(1.e€. supervisors) stand. Informal interaction 
tends to be viewed by supervisors as conflict- 


reducing technique. 


High emphasis upon regular feedback meetings 
(formal and informal) between staff levels. 
Reliance is placed upon content of such meetings 


for rational decision-making. 
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Value - Orientations of Staff 


Staff consider that young people need external 
discipline and lots of it. to keep them on the 
straight and narrow. Young people have little 
to contribute and should treat their teachers with 


awe and respect. 


Staff pay lip service to the potential of students 
for self--direction, but prefer to be directive, 


didactic, themselves. 


Staff consider that different students have 
different needs and that most of them have the 
capacity for some level of self-direction and self- 
discipline. Situations must be created in which 


these capacities may express themselves. 


REACTIONS OF STAFF TO 


NON - CONFORMIST OR DEVIANT BEHAVIOUR 


Deviance (misbehaviour) by student is seen as 
personal insult by teacher who reacts punitively. 
Non-conformity may be regarded in much the same 


way. General reaction is to "level" dissent. 
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Initial "liberal" reaction to bad behaviour 

often turns punitive when teacher's "accepting" 
attitude is scorned. 

Non-conformity is valued Ron ties creative potential 
and this is sought out. Misbehaviour is contained and 


controlled, but causes are sought. 


STUDENTS PERCEPTIONS OF THEMSELVES 


Students feel like machine parts on a production 
line. They may feel frustrated, angry, humiliated, 


apathetic, or indifferent as a result. 


Students feel that they are human, but powerless to 


affect the course of their own careers through school. 


Students see themselves as meaningfully engaged in 
pursuit of their own interests and potential both 


academically and personally. 
STAFF PERCEPTIONS OF THEMSELVES 


Staff see themselves as experts doing a job; 
as enforcers of certain moral standards; as people 


whose job it is to tell, not to listen. 


Staff see themselves as trying to humanize the 


teaching process, but as restricted by the 
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school structure. They may feel powerless to affect 
this structure, or not even understand how it affects 
them. 

3. Staff see themselves as teachers, facilitators, catalysts 
depending on the needs of the students. See themselves 


as helping students to explore and use knowledge. 


The Consultant's Diary: 


The following is a synthesis of the first three months diary 
kept by the ARF community consultant. It must be born in mind that this 
diary was not written according to the organizational framework above. 
Indeed, such a framework had not at that time been made available to the 
consultant. Therefore, the diary will reflect the haphazard nature of 
data collection at that time. For purposes of synthesis, only the most 
Salient behavioural and attitudinal observations have been summarized. As 
a preamble to these data, however, a statement of the school's official 
goals as of October 25th, 1971 is presented. This will be an important 
backclothn for consideration of the observed characteristics of the 
school. 


EXPERIMENTAL SCHOOL'S GOALS 


1) To educate every student to the limit of his ability, 
allowing for differences in individual rates of develop- 
ment. 


2) To involve students in their own learning procedure and 
to encourage them to assume greater responsibility for 
their own learning activities. 


3) To prepare students for a world of change by developing 
skills and processes that will enable them to continue 
to acquire knowledge to cope with their environment. 


4) To foster the basic qualities of self-discipline, personal 
scholarship and respect for others. 
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5) To help the student deal with his emotional and psycho- 
logical needs. 


Sept 7th Principal tells consultant (hereinafter referred to as "C") that 
he has suggested to teachers that they select six or so students who are 
taking their subjects, contact the students' parents and invite them to a 
group discussion about the subject. 

C is invited to sit in on classes by three teachers. 

Sept ae C has informal talks with students who are met by chance. No 
description of content of discussion, or identification of students (by 

age, sex, grade, etc.). 

Sept 13th Report of incidents that occurred at school dance. This appears 
to be run by teachers. Major features reported (second hand, since C was 
not there) are -- a minor stabbing; intoxicated or "stoned" students; 
heavy-handed management of difficulties by teacher-supervisor, verging on 
bullying. 

There is a teacher-patrol of the corridors which apparently 
inspires a good deal of resentment. 

Public Health Nurse complains that Guidance Department does not 
refer cases to her and that communication and co-operation are non-existent. 
Sept 14th Grade 11 students give C negative feedback on teachers. Nature 
of complaints appear to centre around unwillingness of teachers to treat 
students as having the potential for mature, competent decision-making. 

Sept 15th Problem noted re: communication between Guidance Department 
and Administration (Vice-Principal and Principal). Concerns fact that both 
departments have power to allocate students to classrooms. Teachers tend 


to go to administration and students tend to appeal to the Guidance Department. 
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The result is that classes are brimming over = some instances. 

Certain teachers come forward as being supportive of student 
recommendations re: changes in discipline. Some feel that a credibility 
gap will emerge if action is not taken soon. 


Sept 16th Principal indicates unwillingness to put Birth Control handbook 


on library shelves. C identifies this as fear of public controversy. 

C reports that he is being labelled as a representative of 
the "new morality." 

"The Friends" are a group of students and some teachers who have 
combined in order to seek ways of identifying Student problems and of 
bringing teachers, students and parents closer together. (No analysis of 
the composition of this group is undertaken). 

Sept 20th Guidance Department identified by C as highiv patronizing, 
treating students very much as children. 

Sept 21st As a result of a teachers' meeting, C identifies a teacher split 
over whose responsibility it is to teach students how to achieve self- 
discipline and the skills necessary to participate constructively in seminar- 
type classes. 

Sept 22nd C feels that some teachers are hyper-sensitive to criticism from 
the community - e.g. one teacher's fear of introducing the topic of "Jesus 
Christ Superstar" in the classroom when it has been discussed openly in 
churches out in the community. 

A teacher approaches C with information regarding the number 
of deep emotional concerns experienced by students that go undealt with because 
of the lack of receptiveness on the part of teachers. 


C identifies a janitor who is employed in a disciplinary capacity 
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and who, as such, behaves in a markedly, ein fashion. It is noted 
that rules applied to students re behaviour in the cafeteria are not applied 
to teachers in the same situation -- e.g. sitting on tables. 

Further evidence from teacher's talk re the lack of congruence 
between Guidance Department's rhetoric and the way they are perceived by other 
staff and students. | 
OctviIst More evidence of Guidance Department's lack of awareness of how 
their procedures are viewed. Psychological testing appears to he particularly 
resented by the students who react mainly against the way in which the tests 
are conducted. 

Vice Principal's refusal to allow teachers discretion re manage- 
ment of disciplinary problems in the classroom inspires resentment amongst 
some teachers. 

Head of Department brings problem to C re: teacher who is 
almost compulsively structured in his teaching methods. 

OcE Gth Mention of "Key Club" and "Rap Group", these being two student 
bodies. The latter, at least, appears to have as one of its goals the 
improvement of teacher - student relations. 

Two students tell C about a student attempt to start a free school. 
The identity of the interested students is not revealed. 


(LARGE GAP HERE IS EXPLAINED BY C's HAVING TO 
PERFORM DUTIES ELSEWHERE. ) 


Nov 20th Various discussions are held between C and certain (often appearing) 
teachers. One of them proposes that school go over to functional as opposed 
to heirarchical management and indicates the need for a "structural analysis" 


of the school before attempts can be made to change staff. 
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C witnesses a confrontation between two teachers re the use by 


students of the second floor Staff room. 


C notes that one teacher (often appearing in the diary) is 
conducting a three week psychodrama in his English class, the goal of which 
is to produce a book of poetry. No reaction from other teachers (or even 
students) is noted. 

The "Rap Group" mentioned above has turned into a group called 
"N.I.C.". The letters stand for Nihil Illegitimi Carburundum, which is 
loosely translated by the authors as "Don't let the bastards grind you down". 
Nov 21st C. reports that a certain element amonst the teaching Sstafkr is 
coming to him more and more, asking him (C) what to do about their concerns, 
many Of which have to do with changing the school's organization, both with 
regard to curriculum and to the general administrative structure of the 


institution. C. reports that he is both excited and fearful of this prospect. 


C now defines himself as a catalyst, and as an "encourager of 
interest and awareness", rather than as a change agent. 

Students propose new methods for dealing with"spares". 

A teacher approaches C with concerns over the structural blocks 
to communication in the school and the deadness of the curriculum. C considers 
that the teacher is very depressed over the situation, and discusses the 
problem with another teacher with a view to providing support for the 
individual. 

The Head of the Art Department has announced to C that he intends 
to go ahead and teach the way he wants to, (the implication presumably being 


that he is ignoring pressures to conform? ) 
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Head of English Department tells C that change is badly needed 
to keep some of the teachers from becoming nauseated with the situation. However, 
C's suggestion that structural change might be necessary (e.g. removal of 
departmental divisions) meets with little reaction. This teacher will support, 
but not initiate change. 

Head of Science Department is fame to be of a like mind to the 
Head of the English Department. 
Nov 22nd Grading time approaches, and C detects much ambivalence and 
confusion - even embarassment - amongst teachers over the whole question of 
student evaluation. 

A student speaks to C about the depression of one of her teachers. 
C feels that the depression may be deepened ~ worry of conducting 
meaningful evaluations of the students, an observation which he feels may be 
applicable to other teachers at this time. 
Nov 23rd: C summarizes some of his observations on the areas of stress that 
appear to him to be important to date. 

1) Lack of clarity re decision-making process between 
teachers, Guidance, Administration, particularly when 
decisions pertain to time - tabling and assignment of 
courses. C feels that this produces hostility, dismay 
and frustration in the students, producing a loss in 
teacher credibility. 

2) Felt powerlessness of teachers to effect change on 
behalf of the students. 

3) Lack of congruence between the stated educational ideals 


of many teachers - e.g. self-actualization of students - 
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and their passive behaviour, especially when some self- 
directed action is expected of them, e.g. their inability 


to hold a meeting when the Principal was on holidays. 


Nov 23rd First session of student organized Free School, with guest 
speaker. 
Nov 24th Principal tells C that a counseiling service for teachers is 


needed, because of the difficulty some of them have in dealing with the 
emotional problems of students. Also, certain teachers are felt to need 
direct counselling for their own needs. 

Nov 29th The student group called "N.I.C." decides to open an informa- 
tion centre and will bring in guest speakers, including someone from the 
Welfare Department. 

Dec lst "N.I.C." decides to set up a coffee house in the school on 


certain evenings, and parents will be invited to come. 


Analysis of the Diary: 


The fit between the data contained in the diary and the framework 
proposed for it's analysis will be incomplete because the consultant was 
not purposively collecting information in these terms, as stated earlier. 
Aiso, it must be noted that the school is changing and that the present 
analysis presents a picture of it during only 3 months of its life. Further, 
this analysis must be classed amongst the ranks of soft data since, in 
spite of the use of an analytic framework, it is really no more than one 


man's interpretation of another man's subjective observations.* 


* The whole section on analysis is continued in the present tense because 
it was written shortly after the completion of the last section of the 
diary and in a real sense represents data itself. This is so because 
the analysis -- as illustrated later -- was used as the basis for the 
next phase of intervention. 
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From the evidence of the Hreage it stands, however, certain 
kinds of inconsistency seem to be quite common. The organization seems 
to be caught in a situation of compromise between extremes, as outlined 
in the models above. Officially, goals appear to be stated in terms of 
the liberal extreme noted in the examples given above. Little evidence 
exists, however, to suggest that the ee ruetina of the school, or indeed 
the actual proclivities of very many staff are supportive of these goals. 
The Division of Labour appears to be of a fairly rigid, divisional, specific 
nature. Power is dealt with erratically: some decisions result from teacher 
participation, others from unilateral acts of the administration. 
Communication systems display a similarly erratic quality, perhaps because 
the desire to establish free-flowing information exchange is thwarted by 
what still appears to be an heirarchical, divisional structure. This in 
itself is probably a reflection of the fact that the staff is a mixed bag 
of values and needs. Some clearly want to modify the organization of the 
school to provide students with a free-er and less frustrating environment. 
Also, these teachers want the satisfactions of sharing skills and developing 
policies with other teachers, free of the divisions of departments. Other 
teachers seem to want more teacher control of the students, and a more rigid 
structure to facilitate this. It is difficult to sketch this picture 
accurately because the diary is not explicit on these points. 


Certainly, a strong feeling of compromise, even of ambiguity and 
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ambivalence emerges from the diary. Administration and Department Heads 
seem to react to pressure for change, rather than actively implementing it. 
They seem to regard certain minimal changes seenecesag) to keep the teachers 
happy and the students quiet, but appear to ee these policies for much 
the same reasons as certain Roman emperors advocated "Bread and Circuses" for the 
Roman people. Public opinion is regarded as.a threat which must be met by a 
constant review of school practices that might offend. Dealing with social 
demands is a defensive matter. Actual knowledge of what these demands 
are appears very limited. 

It is difficult to ascertain from the diary whether the school 
is drifting aimlessly in a sea of compromise, or whether a deliberate policy 
is underway to move the school towards a particular ideal». As implied by the 
framework proposed in this paper, however, changes in structure do not take 
place in a vacuum. They contribute towards a consolidation of the school at 
either a traditional or an innovative extreme, whether this is intended or not. 

The Relationship of Organizational Structure to Behaviour 

The situation of ambivalence and inconsistency described in the 
diary is not without its effects upon the attitudes and behaviour of those 
who must work in such an organization. Of course, it may be the lack of personal 
direction in some of the teachers that contributes to the aura of ambiguity that 
surrounds the school, but even so the organization can generate behaviour 
itself. Some examples of this appear in the diary. On the part of teachers 
and students alike, there are reports of frustration, anxiety, hostility and 
indifference. These seem to be partly reactions to the nature of the school 
as a satisfying work Seamer, In a situation of ambivalence,no one's needs 
are satisfied. Those who would have the school a bastion of conservatism are 


unhappy because of the liberal compromises: Those who would turn the school 
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into an experimental learning environment ape thwarted because the school's 
structure gives the lie to the rhetoric they hear about "self-actualizing 
students." 

Students may feel insecure, not knowing what to expect from 
their teachers or what to believe. Often, the teachers will be equated with 
the confusion that pervades policy and practice. Just as in a harsh, 
oppressive regime, students may react to ambiguity by feeling "ground down". 
Some defense against these feelings is peceseae This may take an in- 
dividual or a group form. e.g. It may be haphazard acting - out or escapism, 
taking the form of drug use, violence, dropping out, lateness, absenteeism 
etc. Or it may take a more organized form - e.g. student power movements, 
student associations, such as "N.I.c.". In ee these reactions may result 
in other reactions by the school administration. Depending on the nature of 
these, the situation may be either defused or aggravated. 
Implications for Change 

From the diary thus far it is not easy to ascertain exactly how the 
consultant is preparing to intervene in the school situation. From the section 
of the diary summarized above, it would appear that he is playing the role of 
observer, and sometimes of messenger in that he is a focal point for people 
who do not necessarily talk to one another in the usual course of events, but 
who may learn of one another's ideas through "C", C does not consider himself 
a change agent as such but rather as someone who may encourage and stimulate 
people in new thought patterns. This role conception may have built in 
contradictions, however, since the introduction of idea X into system Y 
(be this an individual or group of individuals) is bound to have certain 


consequences.. The degree to which these consequences are foreseeable is a 
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function of the exactitude of the idea proposed and of the consultant's 
knowledge of the system into which it is fed. Therefore, C is a change 
agent. by default, and a recognition of this fact may be the necessary 
first step in planning the nature and direction of his input. 

The next step is to ascertain what exactly is in the mind of the 
school's Principal. [In the foregoing, an attempt has been made to show that 
organizations do not exist in directionless vacuums, although they may some- 
times appear to. In fact, if the model proposed above has any value, an 
organization is always in motion towards or away from chaos. The Principal 
is probably the determining factor in which way the balance will nh LG is 
necessary, then, to be sure of his goals and policies.* Indeed, the consultant 
should discover this at the earliest opportunity because this knowledge could 
influence whether the consultant will or will not remain on the JObs €s0q.- Tf 
Principal and Consultant are clearly at odds in their philosophies and methods, 
the latter is going to have no success in influencing the rest of the school 
unless he does so by what would amount to sabotage. 

On the other hand, the Principal may be entirely clear about his 
goals, but unsure of how to achieve them in which case the consultant has a 
legitimate role to play if the goals are acceptable to him. Similarly, 
there is a role to be played if the Principal does not seem clear about his 
goals - at least until such time as he does become clear. 

If it becomes evident that Principal and Consultant can begin 
working together because their goals are congruent, it is then necessary to 


direct attention to the degree to which the organization reflects these goals. 


+ ERmememmemmenemeee eee 

This relates to Overall Project Objective No. 1 which was not being 
achieved until early 1972. Until this time much of the Principal's 
philosophy was either assumed or deduced -- a process which proved 
unsatisfactory. 
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Indeed, the major survey, discussed earlier, was designed to 
provide harder data on the very questions raised by the organizational 
study. These results are contained in the following chapters along with 


their relationship to the study reported in this section. 


Use of the Analysis for Feedback and Further Intervention: 

The analysis of the diary seems to have been a watershed for 
the Project in a number of ways. The Consultant decided that the analysis 
should be fed back to the Principal and Vice-Principal and that he would 
use the problem areas identified in it as the basis for the next phase of 
his work. In itself, this began to change the nature of the Consultant's 
work. The part of the diary following the section synthesized above 
begins to show a more purposeful approach to intervention. Specific 
objectives are designated -- often in terms of problems previously identified 
during the first three months and given impetus and context by the organiza- 
tional analysis. Indeed, the analysis appears to have served the function 
of focussing the Consultant's role. 

Although stated more specifically in his diary, the Consultants 
major objectives relative to the staff of the School for the months March, 
April and May 1972 became: 

1) Feed back to the teachers the Consultant's perceptions of 
them in the organization, emphasizing their apparent powerlessness and 
frustration, and trying to get discussion of this and how to resolve it. 

2) Dig deliberately for the Principal's philosophy of education. 


It should be emphasized in all this that the Consultant was 
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presenting his feedback as part of a process of discovering the reality 
of the situation. At no point in the diary could it be found that he 
was presenting his perspective as the reality. 

Pursuit of the objectives: above resulted in the Consultant's 
extracting the following information: 

a) The principal dislikes the role of autocrat. 

b) He wishes to put the burden for changing the school on 
the teachers. 

c) Some teachers perceive this as vacillation, indecisiveness 
and even remoteness. 

It would appear that numerous teachers prefer to work in a 
Situation where they know exactly what is expected of them and where their 
responsibilities are limited and specific. Those teachers who would wish 
otherwise are hampered by their lack of skills in joint decision-making 
and functional (as opposed to heirarchical) management. 

Assuming, then, that the Principal's goal (or at least, his 
wish) is to delegate some of his authority to the Department Heads as a 
team, the problems are two-fold: 

1) Department Heads, and teachers who would inevitably be 
involved in this process, are not agreed that this is desirable. 

2) Those who do feel that it is desirable, are not all equipped 
to implement such a policy. This is related, surely, to more basic 
differences concerning the nature of effective learning environments. 
This point will be made again: when the results of the teachers' survey 
are presented. These results provided the Consultant with a more solid 


basis for making statements about consistency (see Da 
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In conclusion, it should be reiterated that the relevance of 
the discussion above lies in the hypothesized nature of students' 
response to such organizational inconsistency (see page 3). Whatever 
else may be contributing to student drug use, it is hypothesized that 
disorganization in the school may catalyze drug use as a defense against 


the resulting ambiguity. 
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Section I 


CHARACTERISTICS OF THE HICH SCHOOL STUDENTS, 
THEIR PARENTS AND THEIR TEACHERS 
A. Students 

It was the intention of the research team to contact the 
eldest sibling of all the families represented in the experimental High 
School and to canvas their parents, i.e., a census, rather than a sample 
was to be taken. The useable results of our efforts to achieve this ideal 
were as follows: 

(1) Data on 449 complete sets of students and both their 
mothers and fathers. 

(2) Data on 353 students whose parents did not answer the 
questionnaires. 

Thus, we have two sets of data. These have been analyzed 
separately, but the results for the smaller student group (353) normally 
are reported only when the trends appear to be different. In fact, the 
353 students do not seem to be much different from the students whose 


parents answered. 


Sex Students Whose Parents Students Whose Parents 
Sa Answered Did Not Answer 
Male LOO" (42° 51's) 148 (42 173%) 
Female ‘ 257 (57.495) 203 (575833) 
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Students Whose Parents Students Whose Parents 
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AGE Answered Did Not Answer 
13 and under 16 ( 3.583%) Te CS 1e32)) 
14 \or- 15 169 (37.81%) 134 (38.18%) 
L6vor’ 17 184 (41.16%) 138)» (39.32%) 
18-or 19 78 (17.45%) 64 (18.23%) 
20 or over OL 0%) 4 ( 1.14%) 
Overall Average 
on Last Report 

Under 40 2 ( 9.45%) 3 ( 9.86%) 
40 to 50 11 ( 2.46%) IAs x #3 LOS) 
SL t0::65 149 (33.33%) 141 (40.52%) 
66 to 75 176 (39.37%) 127 (36.49%) 
76 or over 109 (24.38%) 66 (18.97%) 


outnumber boys. 


Students whose parents did not reply appear to have a somewhat lower overall 


It will be seen that in thé® student body at large, girls 


grade average than the other students. 


Under 30 
3 "too 35 
36 to 40 
41 to 45 
46 to 50 
51) "C055 
56 to 60 


Parents 


years 
years 
years 
years 
years 
years 


Over 60 years 


Mothers 


{ 0; 
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99%) 
13%) 
03%) 
42%) 
43%) 


Most of them fall between the ages of 14 and 17 years. 


Fathers 


(03272) 
( 2.97%) 

e622) 
(41.08%) 
(34.05%) 
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(2) tee oie pelea ope Se ananng MOTHERS FATHERS 
Completed Elementary OTe (2 aa) 79 (18.0%) 
Partial High School 187 (42.31%) 176 (40.09%) 
Completed High School 100 (22.62%) 72 (16.40%) 
Technical or Vocational 28 ( 6.333%) 68 (15.49%) 
Training 
Partial Undergraduate 12. 2.71%) 25 ( 5.69%) 
Completed Undergraduate Lo o( 3.39%) LS C2905) 
Post Graduate 3 ( 0.68%) Guile 3 7/2) 
Work Habits 
Do you go out to work? 
No 280 (62.92%) 11 ( 2.48%) 
Full-time, day 60 (13.48%) 307 (69.14%) 
Part-time 87 (19.553) 4 ( 0.90%) 
Shifts, evenings 18 ( 4.04%) 122 (27.48%) 
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The parents are a fairly young group. The mothers seem to 
be somewhat younger than the fathers -- 78.57% of the mothers are under 45 
years of age as opposed to 65.94% of the fathers. Fathers tend to have 
had more education than their spouses, although this is accounted for 
largely by technical or vocational training -- 13.09% of the mothers have 
gone beyond high school as opposed to 25.51% of the fathers; 96.62% of 
the Fathers work -- the vast majority full-time either during the day or 
on shifts or evenings; 37.07% of the mothers work, too --their work 


patterns are divided fairly evenly between full and part-time occupations. 


Ge Teachers 
Of the 52 teachers: at the High School, 37 are male (71.15%) 


and 15 female (28.85%). 
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Age: Under 30 years 
31 to 35 years 
36 to 45 years 
46 to 55 years 


56 and over 


Marital Status: Single 
Married 
Other 


Number of Children: 
None 
One 
Two 


Three or more 


Length of Teaching Experience: 
Under 2 years 
2 to 5 years 
6 to 10 years 


Over 10 years 


- 4 - 


11 
40 


22 


5 


(38.46%) 
(21.15%) 


(17 31%) - 


(13.46%) 
( 9.62%) 


(22.15%)°° 


(76.92%) 
UeP592%)) 


(43.14%) 
( 9.80%) 
(17.653) 
(29.413) 


( 3.92%) 
(Oi 37%) 
(25.49%) 
(395222) 


The teacher profile is one of a fairly young group (59.61% 


are under 35 years of age), most of whom are married (76.92%). 


Many of 


them have children (56.86%). Over half of the staff have been teaching 


for over 6 years (64.71%). 
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Section ITI 


Clearly, there are many werencchives from which the data 
resulting from this study can be viewed, since the material deals with the 
interaction of attitudinal and behavioural variables amongst three major 
groups -- students, mothers and fathers. Also, it affords an opportunity 
to look at the relationship of teacher attitudes and behaviour to these 
groups. Thus, one could conceivably begin from the perspective of the 
student or the mother or the father. For purposes of this report, however, 
the starting point will be the student's themselves. Their parents will 
be considered to the degree that differences amongst them throw light on 
differences between students. 

Even when this perspective is chosen, several alternative 
starting points remain, e.g. -- Should we begin en student's attitudinal 
data on drugs, or with similar data on education? Or should we treat 
behaviour as the most important dependent variable? The decision made for 
this report was that each perspective added something to the overall picture, 
so that several of them should be considered. Thus, the plan of the follow- 
ing section is that two major perspectives will be considered, together 
with their relationships.* We are, in effect, going to consider students 
defined in two different ways: 

(1) According to their education attitudes. 


(2) According to their drug attitudes. 


Because of certain biases resulting from the use of cross-tabulation 
results (as reported here in Chapter 3), Chapter 4 will concern itself 
with the same raw data as considered through the perspective of factor 
analysis. . 
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Characteristics of Students Defined in 
Relation to Their Educational Attitudes: 

All groups (students, parents, easdlises) responded to the 
same 35 statements concerning their attitudes towards certain aspects of 
educational philosophy and practice. Although not constituting a scale 
in the strict sense of the word, these statements -- all of which were of 
the "strongly agree to strongly disagree" type -- were mainly designed to 
differentiate between and within groups according to the relative value 
placed upon: 


(1) self-discipline and control vs. externally imposed 
discipline and control; 


(2) development of critical faculties vs. conformity and 
"Not making waves". 


Thirty of the original 35 statements are listed below. Those 
which were excluded proved to have had no capacity for differentiation or 
were considered, on later reflection, to have no relevance to the major 
dimensions outlined above. 

Individuals were scored according to their agreement or disa- 
greement with certain statements, In the following list, a high positive 
score (i.e., large number of "agrees") on the first fifteen items and a 
high negative score on the second fifteen items (i.e., large numbers of 
"disagrees") was construed as meaning that the individual emphasized the 
need and desire to develop self-control , self-discipline and critical 
faculties. It meant also that he or she endorsed the school's role in 
the development of these skills. Conversely, a low positive score on the 
first 15 items and a low negative score on the second 15 items indicated 


the reverse of the above -- i.e., such individuals would emphasize their 
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need and desire to be controlled by external authority, whilst investing 
the school with the role of controller. Such individuals would also, by 
virtue of their low score, tend to minimize the importance of critical 


faculties and the school's role in developing them. 


i, Students should be taught how to question what they are 
taught. 


2 Students are responsible enough to move from class to 
class without a bell. 


SNe High school should provide the opportunity for students 
to learn who they are and what they stand for. 


4. Going to school is something that should be enjoyed rather 
than endured. 


5 A high school can run effectively without the use of bells. 


6. High school students are capable of living without teacher- 
imposed discipline. 


ae Teachers should help students to develop their emotional 
strengths as well as their intellectual skills. 


Ste The school system, as presently set up, is something to 
be gotten through as quickly and quietly as possible. 


2. Students should be free to criticize their teachers' 
classroom methods without its being considered a breach of 
discipline, 


10. The most important quality of a good teacher should be 
his ability to listen to what students think and feel. 


ll. Students should be able to run their own recreational 
programmes. 


12. Teachers should welcome the opportunity to talk to 
students as human beings. 


13. Students should be allowed to choose their own subjects. 


14, It should be the first priority of a school to produce a 
graduate who can think for himself. 
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15. When students are bored with school, it is mainly a 
result of teachers' failure to offer them sufficient challenge. 


16. It is best for a student to be told what subjects to 
take, rather than have him choose for himself. 


17. Most students consider the school experience to be 
meaningful for them in terms of providing them with skills 
for their future. 


18. Students are not ready to handle the responsibility for 
their own attendance at school. 


19, Students become arrogant the minute they get a bit of control 
in school affairs. 


20. Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, not in 
the school. 


21, Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home, not in 
the school. 


22. Good grades are all that should really matter in school. 


23. Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos ina 
high school. 


24, Strict rules and regulations, imposed by teachers, make 
school life easier in the long run. 


25. If senior students were in charge of making and imposing 
cules in the school, the rules would end up being stricter than 
those imposed by teachers. 


26. Students learn more when they have to compete with their 
fellow students. 


27. Students would prefer a school where they knew exactly 
what was expected of them. 


28. A school should emphasize the teaching of skills that 
will enable the graduate to land high-paying jobs. 


29. The fear of failure in school keeps students working 
hard. 


30. Students would rather be told what to do than to have to 
plan courses for themselves. 
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In the questionnaire itself, the items above appeared in 
a mixed order. 

Eventually, students were broken into groups according to 
their score on the 30 items -- i.e., groups with high, moderate and low 
scores. The purpose of constructing these groups was to enable us to 
look at the relationships between student's educational attitudes and the 
various other attitudes and behaviours enquired about in the rest of the 
student questionnaire, and in the matched questionnaires of their mothers 
and fathers. 

From the foregoing list, it will be seen that the maximum score 
on the items is 30. The subgroups of students were defined as follows: 

Group I Scores 1 to 18, n = 159 (35.41%) 


235 (52.34%) 


Group II Scores 19 to 237. n 
Group III Scores 24 to 30, n= 55 (12.25%) 
Total = 449 

A certain amount can be said about the composition of the scores 
aS represented above. From a study of the frequencies of response to the 
30 items listed above, it is clear that the following statements are most 
easily agreed with, i.e., In this case, over 2/3 rds. of all students can 
be found to agree with the following: 


1. Students should be taught how to question what they are 
taught. 


2. Students are responsible enough to move from class to 
class without a bell. 


3. High school should provide the opportunity for students 
to learn who they are and what they stand for. 
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4. Going to school is something that should be enjoyed 
rather than endured. 


5. Teachers should help students to develop their emotional 
strengths as well as their intellectual skills. 


6. Teachers should welcome the opportunity to talk to students 
as human beings. 


7. It should be the first priority of a school to produce a 
graduate who can think for himself. 


In addition, over 2/3rds of all students can be found to 
disagree with the statement that: 

8. Good grades are all that should really matter in school. 

It is also very important to note that all groups, in the same 
proportion (i.e., over 2/3rds) can be found to agree and disagree with the 
statements above in the same manner as students, i.e. Mothers, fathers and 
teachers respond to the statements above just as students do over 66% of 
the time. Thus, it would seem that the statements above are of a largely 
rhetorical nature in that they are easy to agree or disagree with. 

When tests of significance* are run to find out which items 
do differentiate the three groups above, it emerges that the statements 
most likely to distinguish group 3 from Groups 1 and 2 are as follows: 
Group 3 is much more likely to disagree that: 


1. Students are not ready to handle the responsibility for 
their own attendance at school. 


2. Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, not in 
the school. 


3. Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos in a 
high school. 


4. Students learn more when they have to compete with their 


fellow students. 


* The differences between the 3 groups are established at the 0.001 
level by means of Chi-Square Tests. 
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De A school should emphasize the teaching of skills that 
will enable the graduate to land high-paying jobs. 


6. The fear of failure keeps students working hard. 


de Students would rather be told what to do than have to 
plan courses for themselves. 


8. Most students consider the school experience to be 
meaningful for them in terms of providing them with skills 
for their future. 


Group 3 is also much more likely to agree that: 


Te High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline. 


10. The school system, as presently set up, is something 
to be gotten through quickly and quietly. 


It can be seen that discipline and control issues are in 
prominence amongst the ten statements above, thus supplying some confirma- 
tion to the assertion that the 30 items differentiate best in these areas, 
i.e., the differences between the groups can be usefully defined in relation 
to these dimensions. However, items, 5, 8 and 10 appear (together) to 
indicate a dissatisfaction with the existing school system. It seems that 


this group tends to see school as boring and meaningless. 


Mothers' Education Scores 

Mothers' were broken into groups according to their scores on 
the educational items listed above. The "cutting points" for these groupings 
were the same as for the students. 

Group I, Scores 1. tocls: -n== 333 (74.11%) 

Group II, Scores 19 to 23, n = 103 (22.99%) 

Group III, Scores 24 to 30, n= 13 ( 2.90%) 


Total = 449 
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Fathers' Education Scores 
Group I, Scores 1 to 18, n = 356 (79.23%) 
Group II, Scores 19 to 23, n = 83 (18.56%) 


20). -2.23%) 


Group III, Scores 24 to 30,'n 
Total - 449 


It is clear from the above that attitudes towards education amongst 
students are distributed in a way that is quite different from their 
distribution amongst parents. Parents are normatively much more conserva- 
tive than their offspring. Teachers (see page ) fall somewhere between 


students and their parents as far as attitude distribution is concerned. 
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Section III*« 


Dominant Characteristics of the Three Student Education Groups: 


The first noticeable and separ eane difference between the 
3 groups is that Group III is much older than Group I and somewhat older 
than Group II. In Group III, 79.63% are over the age of 16 whilst only 
34.81% are over this age in Group I. In Group II, the respective figure 


is 69.79%. 


Educational Attitudes and Drug Attitudes: 


More will be said about the 30 items used to tap drug attitudes 
in the next section. For present purposes only specific, individual items 
from the total are taken to illustrate the degree to which our "Education 
Groups" are also differentiated in terms of their drug attitudes. Differences 
do emerge. They exist mainly in the relative degrees to which the three 
groups are willing to stereotype the drug user, especially the marihuana user. 

Group 3 (the High Scoring Education Group) are likely to 
disagree that "As soon as a Student starts fooling around with drugs you 
can expect his grade average to start dropping"’.- Similarly they reject 
the ideas that the majority of young drug users come from unhappy homes 
and that the person who smokes marihuana is almost certain to end up on 
hard drugs .* Group I (the Low Scoring Group) is likely to agree with the 
ideas above. Group III is much more likely to agree that the use of some 
drugs, -- e.g. marihuana and hashish -- can make leisure time more enjoyable.” 


1 Difference significant at .001 level. 
2 Difference significant at 0.01 level. Significant at 0.05 level. 
4 Significant at 0.001 level. 2 Difference significant at 0.01 level. 


* Tables for this and following sections in Chapter 3 are to be found in 
appendices numbered relative to the section to which they refer. They 
follow the order reported in the sections. 
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Groups I and 2 tend to be very uncertain about this, but they tend to 
disagree more than agree. Similarly, Group 3 is found mostly to agree 
that there is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana whereas Group I 


disagrees. 


Education Attitudes and Drug Use: 

Lest it be imagined that Group III's attitudes towards drugs 
are indicators of promiscuous drug use it should be pointed out that only 
25% of Group III uses, or has used marihuana and hashish since term began. 
Admittedly this is significantly different from Group I's use of marihuana 
(7.5%) but it must also be born in mind that Group III is significantly 
older than Group I. A similar point has to be made in relation to Group III's 


8 
use of alcohol (87%) when compared with that of Group I (56%). 


The Student's Mothers: 

The mothers of the three Student Education Groups defined relative 
to their own educational attitudes are different in some respects, e.g. - The 
mothers of Group III are more likely than the mothers of the other 2 groups 
tc agree that students should be free to criticize their teachers' class- 
room methods without its being considered a breach of aicetetines They 
are far more likely to disagree that students would rather be told what to 
do than have to plan courses for Paeneeineswe = Also, they are more likely 
to disagree that by the time students get to Grade 13, most of them have 


become enthusiastic about continuing their education. 


Z eae 
Significant at 0.05 level. Significant at .01 level. 


Significant at .001 level. : Difference significant at the 0.05 level. 


Me es a 
16 Difference significant at 0.01 level. Significant at 0.01 level. 
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Other noticeable differences are that the mothers of Group III 
are less likely to do things with their older children at weekends. +? it 
should be remembered that their children are older than those in Groups I 
and II, so that this does not indicate necessarily that less emphasis is 
placed on communication by these mothers. 

The drinking patterns of the mothers seems unclear. Group III 
mothers are more likely to consume alcohol than Group I mothers, but the 


, Wai 1 
nature of their drinking pattern is difficult to interpret. 


The Students' Fathers: 


Very little significant difference is to be found between the 
fathers of students defined relative to their educational attitudes. There 
is a tendency for the fathers of Group III to reject the idea that students 
learn more when they have to compete with their fellow seadence but this 


is the only dimension along which significant differences seem to lie. 


Comment: 


There seems to be little evidence to suggest that the educational 
attitudes of the Student's parents are strongly related to those of the 
students themselves. If anything, it would seem that the mothers attitudes 
are in some ways related to those of the students. Although only three 
mothers' statements can be linked significantly to differences between 
students, these statements nonetheless fall along the seemingly crucial 


dimensions of self-discipline, self-control and disenchantment with the 


EZ 13 


Significant at 0.01 level. Difference significant at 0.05 level. 


14 Significant at 0.02 level. 
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school system. Of course, it is possible that mothers are simply reflecting 
the attitudes of their children. Yet even if this is the case, it would 
appear eine such mothers would be at least supportive of their children's 
attitudes. Certainly, the mothers of Group III are statistically out of 
line with the majority of mothers. In addition to subscribing to the 
attitudes listed on page 9 , which we have noted are common to more than 
2/3rds of all the groups, over 2/3rds of all mothers and fathers can be 
found to endorse the statement that: "Slackening up on discipline opens 
the door to chaos in a high school". Similarly, more than 2/3rds of all 
mothers and fathers reject the idea that, "High school students are capable 
of living without teacher-imposed discipline". Clearly, these statements 
are at odds with the ones which distinguish Student Education Group III's 
mothers from the other 2 groups. 

From the type of analysis performed here, it seems that Fathers 
play a less influential role relative to their children's educational 
attitudes be this role formative or supportive. The fathers of Group III 
appear to reject the idea of competition as a useful source of motivation 
for students. It is odd, perhaps, that this attitude should emerge in 
isolation. 

Discussion of the relationship between student attitudes toward 
education and drugs will be postponed till the end of the next section since 


more data are required to make such comment meaningful. 
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Section IV 


Characteristics of Teachers Defined in 
Relation to Their Educational Attitudes: 

Three groups of teachers were defined by the same criterion 
as that used for students on the 30 statements about education. There 
were 52 teachers in all: 


Group I, Scores 1 to 18, n = 26 (503%) 


Group II, Scores 19 to 23, n= 20 (38.46%) 
Group III, Scores 24 to 30, n= 6 (11.54%) 


For purposes of statistical differentiation, Group III is un- 
fortunately too small to enable us to use the Chi-square test with any 
validity. Groups 2 and 3 were therefore condensed, but the result has 
been to obscure differences which on visual inspection of Sieuxapie can 
be seen to be quite important. Thus, the reporting in this section is of 
both significant and technically non-significant tables. The reader is 
urged to refer to the relevant tables in the appendix. 

The first noticeable characteristic of teachers defined in 
relation to their educational attitudes is that their distribution through 
the criterion groups differs from that of the students. The largest single 
group of teachers is in Group I (50%), whereas with the students, it is 
Group II (52.34%). Group III of both the teacher and the student sample 
constitutes roughly the same proportion. This distribution, however, would 
suggest that teachers are less inclined to endorse the values of self-control 
and self discipline than students and more inclined to see the school as a 
positive force.* 

It is clear that certain attitudes are associated with certain 


departments in the experimental school. Group I tends to be found in the 


* The general pattern of distribution of attitudes follows that of the 
parents more than that of the students. 
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Commercial, Physical Education and Math departments, whilst Groups 2 and 
3 are more likely to be found in the English, History and Geography 


departnents.~ 


Roughly half of both Group I and Groups 2 and 3 have children. 
There is an interesting difference in the age of the ehalevens 4 however, 
which cannot be accounted for by the age differences between the teachers 
themselves (which are not even superficially significant). Group I is 
most Likely to have children who are either between the ages of 6 and 10 
years old (37.50% of all those in Group I who have children) or over 20 
years old (31.25% of the same total). Groups 2 and 3 on the other hand, 
are most likely to have children under 5 years old (46.67%). However, 
Groups 2 and 3 currently report no children between the ages of 6 and 10. 
The rest of Group 2 and 3's children are over 11 years old. This odd 
pattern is hard to explain. Perhaps the distribution means nothing, but 
the possibility exists that children of different ages produce differential 


effects on their parents" attitudes. 


Teachers‘ Education Attitudes and Drug Attitudes: 
Groups 2 and 3 are more likely than Group I to reject the 
following statements about drugs: 


(1) The person who smokes marihuana is almost certain to end 


up on hard deugs.” 


(2) Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves or 


anyone else. 


eee ee 
Difference significant at 0.02 level. Significant at the 0.05 level. 


4 
: Not significant. Significant at 0.05 level. 
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(3) Most young drug users come from homes where the parents 

are taking arene 

(4) As soon as a student starts fooling around with drugs, 

you can expect his grade average to start dropping :° 

Reference to the respective tables will show that the differences 
between the Teacher Education Groups, relative to their drug attitudes, lie 
mainly in the area of stereotype rejection. However, the relationship 
between the two attitude areas generally (discussed more fully later) appears not 
to be hair ines Nonetheless, there is a clear gisterence between the 
teacher groups with regard to their willingness to try marihuana or hashish: 
46.15% of Groups 2 and 3 say that if the opportunity presented itself, they 
might try these substances, in comparison with 24% of Group I. Groups 2 and 
3 can also be found to be 34.62% in favour of legalizing marihuana so that 
it could be bought by anyone old enough to buy alcohol. This is in comparison 
to 8.0% of Group r.° 

Teacher Education Groups also differ on their attitudes toward 
conformity in dress amongst students. Groups 2 and 3 place far less emphasis 
on it than Group es They also differ quite markedly on the value of strict 
training for ecenaghesay, The large majority of Group I endorses it's value, 
whilst Groups 2 and 3, by a fair majority, reject it. 


9 


6 mimes 
> Significant at 0.05 level. Not significant. 


a Not significant (probably because of condensing Groups 2 and 3). 
8 Not significant (probably because of condensing Groups 2 and 3). 
9 
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Significant at 0.01 level. ° Significant at the 0.02 level. 
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Section V 


Characteristics of Students Defined 
in Relation to Their Drug Attitudes: 
at sation to sneir brug Attitudes 


Thirty statements were devised to “Gage the attitudes of 
students, parents and teachers towards drugs. Eventually, only 8 of these 
statements were used as the basis for grouping the students relative ao 
this attitude area. This happened because a great deal of uncertainty 
was reported in this section, making it difficult to select many statements 
which would clearly differentiate the student population. 

The eight items listed below are best thought of as assessing 
favourable or unfavourable attitudes toward drug experiences. Four 
statements concern attitudes towards marihuana; two concern openness 
towards drugs in general; one concerns personal decision-making, and another 
is concerned with a certain kind of stereotype about drug users. Agreement 
with the first five statements and disagreement with the second three 
statements were construed as indicating favourable attitudes toward drug 
use. Conversely, a low score indicated relatively unfavourable attitudes. 


(1) Young people should be able to decide for themselves 
whether or not they want to use drugs. 


(2) Use of some drugs -- e.g., marihuana, hashish -- can 
make leisure time more enjoyable. 


(3) Drugs can be fun. 


(4) There is an excitement in using drugs that is difficult 
to match in any other activity. 


(5) There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana. 


(6) As soon as a student starts fooling around with drugs, 
you can expect his grade average to start dropping. 


(7) Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves or 
anyone else. 
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(8) The person who smokes marihuana is almost certain to end 

up on hard drugs. 

The statements above are not really extreme in their content 
in that they are probably not tapping "hard-core" drug attitudes. A lot 
of the statements are worded tentatively and several of them concern only 
the "soft" drugs, marihuana and hashish. | die 
Students were broken into three groups, depending on their 


total score (maximum 8). 


Group I Score-.0-2 ine. 228 (50.783) 
Group II Score 3-5 inc. 142 (31.63%) 
Group III Score 6-8 inc. 79 (17.59%) 


Analysis of the content of these scores was conducted (as in 
the Education Section) by comparing the overall group scores with direction 
on individual items. From the results, it would appear that the above 
groups really are best defined in relation to "soft" drug attitudes. Indeed, 
they might best be seen as attitudes toward marihuana and hashish. Never- 
theless, it would seem that some relationship exists between the attitudes 
listed above and attitudes towards LSD. Group 3 can be found to agree 
Significantly more often with the following statements about LSD than 


Groups 1 or a 


(1) "LSD can help to increase a person's awareness and self- 
insight". 
(2) "There is no harm in the occasional use of LSD". 


However, reference to the appropriate tables will indicate 
that this trend is nowhere near as strong as it is in the case of marihuana 


and hashish attitudes. Comparison of Group scores with other statements about 
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cannabis not included in the 8 item list above confirm that the latter 

is best seen as relating to this substance -- e.g., Group III agrees 

far more readily than Groups 1 and 2 that "marihuana is safer than 
alcohol" and that "regular cigarettes are more dangerous than marihuana"-. 
Reference to the tables will show, however, that much uncertainty pervades 
these attitude areas. 

It is very important to note that the 3 Student Drug Attitude 
groups are not differentiated by the statement: "There is no harm in the 
Occasional use of speed". Group III, however, can be found to subscribe 
significantly more often than the other two groups to the statement 
that, "Drugs can help a person to put up with school"”. Further, Group 
III is much more likely to reject the idea that, "People who are always 
turning on are basically iwedequate”. They also reject the statements 
that the majority of young drug users come from unhappy homes and that 
there is no difference between the occasional user of marihuana and the 
hard core speed freak,” In the latter two cases the difference between the 
groups is one of intensity of disagreement rather than direction of reply, 
since most students seem to reject the statements. 

Group III appears to be divided over the interpretation of 
drug use in general, e.g., they are split quite evenly over the issue 
whether, "Drug users are often just trying to escape from the responsi- 
bility of facing reality". Also, they are split over the statement, "Drug 
use by the young can often be seen as a gesture of rejection of traditional 


$$ eee 
“ Both differences significant at 0.001 level. : Significant at the 0.001 level 
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2 Significant at 0.001 level. Differences significant at 0.001 level. 
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society". This splitting differentiates the Groups, Since Group I is sure 


6 
that both the statements above are true. 
Summary: 


Three student groups can be meaningfully defined in relation to their 


favourable or unfavourable attitudes toward soft drug use, in particular 
marihuana and hashish. These attitudes appear to be distinct from attitudes 
that would indicate favour or lack of favour towards drugs other than the 
cannabis group, with the possible exception of LSD. Certainly, speed is 
excluded. Group III (with favourable attitudes) sees soft drug use as 
beneficial and indeed as fun. They feel that such drug use can help people 
to put up with school, but are divided over further interpretations involving 
such ideas as "escape" or "rebellion". These interpretations are not shunned 


by Groups I and II. 


Comparison with Mothers and Fathers Drug Attitudes: 
oa ee eae fs, Prug AGEL Cudes 


Mothers Fathers 
Group I (scores 0-2 inc.)412 (91.963) 388 (873%) 
Group II(scores 3-5 inc.) 35 ( 7.813) 55 (12.33%) 
Group III (scores 6-8 inc.)1 ( 0.223) 3 ( 0.67%) 
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Differences significant at 0.001 level. 
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Section VI (a) 


Dominant Characteristics of Student "Drug Attitude Groups": 
ee ee ee Ce Eee erOUpS 


Group III ("favourable drug attitudes") is significantly 
: alt 
older than either Group I or II. In Group III, 30.77% are under 16 


years old, whilst in Group I, 48.90% are under 16. 


Drug Attitudes and Attitudes Toward Education: 
ne ee ee BOWE): SEECALLOnN: 


Students divided into groups in relation to their drug 
attitudes, are also differentiated according to their educational attitudes. 
These differences appear superficially to resemble those which differentiate 
students when they are defined primarily in relation to their educational 
attitudes. Closer inspection, however, suggests otherwise. Certainly, 
the differences lie in the areas of attitudes toward self-control and 
self-discipline, and toward the meaningfulness of the school experience, 
but the actual number of statements involved in these differences are fewer, 
suggesting a much less comprehensive constellation of attitudes toward 
education on the part of the Drug Groups. 

The actual differences are as follows. Group III (favourable 
drug attitudes) are significantly less inclined to agree that: 

(1) "Most students consider the school experience to be 
meaningful for them in terms of providing them with skills for their 
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(2) "By the time students get to Grade 13, most of them 
have become enthusiastic about continuing their education.” 

(3) "Students are not ready to handle the responsibility 
for their own attendance at school". " 

(4) "Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos 
in a high school".” 

Group III, on the other hand, are more likely than Groups I 
and II' to agree that: 

(5) "High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline".° 

(6) “Students should be able to run their own recreational 
roar amet. 

The difference between an attitude constellation consisting 
only of the statements above, and the constellation in relation to which 
Student Education Group III was defined (see Section II, this chapter) is 
that the former seems to imply a more "rebellious" mood, whilst the latter, 
although involving similar elements, implies endorsement of a more positive, 
comprehensive philosophy of education. 

More light is thrown upon the relationship between these 
attitudes areas by a consideration of the following cumulative table, which 
enables us to inspect the cross-membership of students in the "education" 


and "drug attitude" groups. 


: Significant at 0.01 level. : Significant at 0.001 level. 
z Significant at 0.001 level. ‘ Significant at 0.01 level. 
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"STUDENT DRUG ATTITUDES" 


"STUDENT EDUCATION Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Total 
ATTITUDES" - (unfavourable) . (favourable) 


Group I 
(Pro-external (20.6%) (11.3%) 
discipline) 
102 87 46 235 
Group III 22 15 
(Pro Self-Discipline) (40.0%) (27.2%) 


142 


Total 79 


From this table, it can be seen that those students whose 
attitudes emphasize the need for external control and direction in 
education are unlikely to have very favourable attitudes toward soft drug 
use. Those students who value self-discipline and self-direction, however, 
cannot be found to subscribe to any one set of drug attitudes, although it 
seems most likely that they will be moderately in favour of soft drug use. 

Conversely, students who have unfavourable attitudes towards 
soft drug use tend to have attitudes toward education that emphasize external 
control and direction. Students who favour soft drug use, however, do not 
subscribe to any one set of educational attitudes, although there is a 
tendency for them to exhibit views that are moderately emphatic of self 
discipline and self-direction. 

An interesting educational difference occurs between Student 
Drug Attitude Groups and does not occur between Student Education Attitude 
Groups. Drug Attitude Group III ("favourable attitudes") disagree more 


; 8 ‘ 
vigorously than the other two groups that, "Parents are adequately informed 


8 Difference significant at 0.05 level. 
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about what teachers do in the classroom". Also, Group III are significantly 
divided” (perhaps "uncertain" would be a better term) over the suggestion 
that, "Teachers and parents should co-operate actively in attempting to cope 
with student drug use". Interpretation of ieee differences is difficult 
Since it is not possible on the basis of these statements alone to tell 
whether the expressed lack of confidence is directed at teachers, parents 

or both. Information reported later in this chapter may, however, lend 

some credibility to the hypothesis that Group III's lack of confidence is 


indeed directed at both parents and teachers. 


Drug Attitudes and Drug Use: 


The relationship between favourable drug attitudes and drug 
use is clearest in the case of marihuana and alcohol. Group III report 
62.34% marihuana use since the term began as opposed to 0.88% in Group I. 
Group III report 94.28% alcohol use since the term began, as opposed to 

* 
53.98% in Group. 

Although use of other drugs is not reported with great frequency, 
their use is almost exclusively the domain of Group III, although Group II 
is sometimes involved. The following table summarizes the relative drug 
use of the three groups. 

It can be seen that MDA and mescaline have some importance, as 


does LSD. Glue, speed and heroin appear to play a minor role in this 


pattern of attitudes and behaviour related to drug use. 


Significant at 0.001 level. 


* 
This means use over the half month period between Christmas 1971 and the 


administration of the survey January 15th, 1972. 
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Marihuana 
Opium 

LSD 

MDA 


Heroin, cocaine 
morphine 


Glue/Other 
Solvents 0 , 7 : 140 98. 


Speed 0 ‘ ; 0 ; 142 100. 


Other 
Stimulants . ; é 137 96. 


Barbiturates . .00 | ; 140 


Tranquillizers : : ; 138 97. 
Alcohol | : : ‘ 28 «19, 


Drug Attitudes and Perception of Family: 


Group I (unfavourable to drug use) are most likely to see their 
families as exceptionally close, finding much pleasure in each other's 
company and doing many things together (59.28%). Most of the remainder of 
Group I (35.29%) see their families as fairly close, getting along more often 
than not, running smoothly, but not noted for warmth, or a sense of happiness. 
Group III demonstrates another pattern. This group are most likely to see 
their families as no more than fairly close (52.63%). Only 27.63% of Group 
III see their families as being exceptionally close, whilst 15.79% report 
that the members of their families are indifferent, not very concerned with 
one another, rarely do things as a group and are notably cool toward one 


another. In Group I, only 3.62% report family life in this way, 9 
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10 Difference significant at 0.001 level. 


eT 


Ti qow | © Hebe. 


53.12 OS PE,S3 Sb /SE.(B. PST Bd-ST “BL 
4.08 83 06.07 8 [08,02 TOT OF.0 FF 
-1-£B 8 BB.af ef fee.te eer MTS” 2 
r 


eee ey 


| acne vex ere ~B j0e.ee ~ Far Ov.0 °F 
| 
\ 


ga po OF TP 8 
os a car doo “0 


ase BBO 


| ofa DB f@:8e €N 621 gs BS.08 MT DOD 788, 88a. 


:yCinis?, to alten ee 


(fant g02 02 ylodtl teom 916 (eeu puth o3 ofdsruovetau) ' ques « 


2'raddo dose ni svuesstq: Aaom onibatt sect ylTemors : 


~5 ssbrtsiney Silt to teoM (ERS 82) yertegos apni. ‘ena etob be 


natia stom anots onktise  seofs YiNter 26: gat Time% Bicurs 302 (xe 


seantaqed To sense 6 YO pstdntvew Ot baton ron Jud eetetoone atin 
sxe of Uladtl denim ste quomp 2tiT .ntetteg Memon: aber 
quond 20 8.58 Unt. (8C0.82) weoks UIvesY einda! s'son 26 eat 


dnogey FY. ser ehw « got i Fano sesame qntad 26 ee 


dtiw barwwones Serey +Oi 3 fn eTEtaM: ce ase Eaettio: 


“ot So arty ft “ae Eimer: vite 


eee ee eee el 


SR he 2 Ni ES 


- 70 - 


The Mothers of Student "Drug Attitude" Groups: 


There are some important attitudinal and behavioural differences 
between the Mothers of students when the latter are defined relative to drug 
attitudes. The Mothers of Group III (favourable drug attitudes) tend to 
have achieved a higher level of education than their Group I and II counter- 

al: ; . , ; 
parts. This difference, however, is accounted for more by a higher rate 
of high school graduation amongst Group III mothers (34.18% in Group III as 
opposed to 21.97% in Group I) than by higher rates of involvement in advanced 
education. 
; 12 

Group III mothers are more likely than other mothers to agree 
that students should be able to run their own recreational programmes and 
more likely to disagree that students would rather be told what to do than 

13 
have to plan courses for themselves. 

The mothers of Group III emphasize their disagreement more than 
the other mothers with the statement: "There is no difference between the 

‘ iL 
occasional user of marihuana and the hard-core speed-freak". Group I 
mothers are quite vigourous in their rejection of the idea that, "There is 
no harm in the occasional use of marihuana". Group III mothers tend to be 
more uncertain and less emphatic in their disagreement (though most of them 
: : 15 
do disagree with the statement). 


Group III mothers think it less important to do things with their 


= Significant at 0.05 level. ig Significant at 0.05 level. 
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eldest children (attending the experimental school) at weekends; and 
in actuality they do less with ehemare They are less likely to be told 
what their eldest children (still at school) do of an evening and at 
weekends," ° They place less emphasis upon their children's conformity to 
common standards about descent 

Finally, Group III mothers are more likely than the mothers 
of the other students to favour reduction in penalties for possession of 
marituana- (27.27% in Group III as opposed to 9.82% in Group I). However, 
about the Same proportion of mothers in Groups I and III are in favour 
of complete legalization of possession and purchase Of marihuana (5.36% 


of Group I mothers; 6.49% of Group III mothers). 


The Fathers of Student "Drug Attitude" Groups: 


There are distinct differences between the fathers of students 
when the latter are defined relative to their drug attitudes. These differences 
are to be found less in the fathers' attitudes towards education and drugs 
than in their relative levels of communication with their eldest children 
(at school). 
Group III fathers have a tendency to be older than Group I 
fathers. In Group III, 19.67% are under 40 years old, as opposed to 29.01% 
in Group i The only statement about education that differentiates the 
fathers of the Student Drug Attitude Groups is, "Students should be able 


: ‘ 22 
to run their own recreational programmes. Group III fathers can be found 
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to endorse this proposal more readily than other fathbes. No drug 
attitudes can be found to differentiate the fathers in this case. 
Conformity to common standards of ces a and their childrens' 
not mixing with people of whom they (the fathers) creaparove are matters 
of less importance to Group III fathers than to the fathers of Group I. 
Aliso, itis significantly less likely that the fathers of Group III.-- 


(1) Will be told by their eldest children (at school) what 


they do of an evening and at the weekend.-> 


(2) Will be told where their eldest children (at school) are 


P 26 
going before they go. 


(3) Will be talked to about what their eldest children (at 


school) do with their free time outside the peree” 


(4) Will be talked to by their eldest children (at school) 


about their thoughts or Pesianges 

Also, it is less likely that Group III fathers will do things 
with their eldest children (at school) at yeckends 

There is a tendency for Group III fathers to smoke cigarettes 
more frequently than the fathers of the other 2 groups -- 22.08% of Group 
III fathers smoke over 20 cigarettes a day, compared to 11.50% in Group I. 
All three groups of fathers contain approximately the same number of 


occasional and moderate smokers. In Group I, there are 57.52% non-smoking 


: 30 
fathers, and in Group III, there are 48.05% non-smokers. Group III 
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fathers also tend to drink more alcoholic pavercaee-” In Group I, 
there are 15.56% non-drinking fathers compared with 2.63% in Group III. 
Again, the number of moderate consumers is not very different between 
groups e fathers, but there are more regular drinkers (weekly and 
daily) in Group III (75%) than in Group I (54.87%). 
Fathers of Group III tend to favour reduction of penalties 
for possession of marihuana more than Group I fathers (Group III: 26.67% 
in favour; Group I: 11.61% in favour). As with mothers, the same small 
proportion of the fathers of each student drug attitude group can be found 
to favour legalization of possession and purchase of marihuana (approximately 


7% in all cases). 


Summary: 

Students who report favourable attitudes towards the use of 
marihuana, hashish and to some extent LSD, MDA, psycilicybin and some of 
‘the softer drugs, can be found to possess the following characteristics: 

(1) They use marihuana much more than those students who have 
negative or only partially favourable attitudes toward marihuana and some 
of the "soft" drugs. 

(2) They have "rebellious" educational attitudes, which dis- 
tinguish them from students with attitudes unfavourable to drug use. These 
attitudes indicate a desire for greater student control in school affairs 
and a need for greater school emphasis on developing self-control and self- 
discipline within students. They also indicate a lack of enthusiasm with 


the school system as it currently exists. 


Significant at 0.01 level. 


an TA oe 


(3) They tend to see their families as being less cohesive 
and supportive than other students do. 

(4) Some of Group III have mothers who are marginally 
supportive of their children's "rebellious" educational attitudes, but 
who tend to have less to do with their eldest children (who are still at 
school) than mothers of the other student groups. 

(5) Some of Group III have fathers who appear to be out of 
touch with their sons and daughters attending school judging by the 
frequency of reported communicative acts initiated either by parent or 
child. 

At this stage, a warning should be issued. It is that Group III 
(and indeed the other 2 groups) are not homogeneous groups. This is also 


true of their parents. The terms "tendency" and "likelihood" should be 


seen as reflecting differences of degree between groups, but not absolute 


differences. 
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Section VI (b) 


Frequency of Cannabis Use and Parental Communication* 


The relationship noted in the first part of this section between 
student drug attitudes and the communication shared with their parents begged 
the question whether a further relationship existed between drug use itself 
and communication as defined in this study. This section reports on such 
relationships. 

In the questionnaire, frequency of cannabis use was enquired about 


in the following terms: 


ae not “at alt n = 378 
b. on weekends only n= 9 
Cc. once or twice, to experiment n = 25 
d. when it was available n= 21 
e. several times a month n=8 
f. several times a week n= 3 
g. every day n= 0 
The period of recall was "since the term began". Since the 


survey was conducted Jan. 15th, 1972, the recall period is theoretically 
only a matter just over a week, although the community consultant feels that 
this may have been understood by some to refer to the time elapsed since the 
beginning of the school year (Sept. 1971). 

The listing of frequencies above was supposed to reflect a "non- 
to-heavy" use continuum. However, in terms of associated patterns of unusual 


or irregular communication with parents, this continuum appears not to be the 


most significant. Although the numbers we have to work with are very small 


5 Difference between Student Drug Attitude Groups relative to frequency 


of use is significant at .001 level. 
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it would seem that "weekend" use of marijuana and "use when available" are 
related to poor communication with parents more often than the other patterns 
of use. However, a paradox appears to emerge when we look at the three weekly 
users of marihuana, because their parents consistently place more emphasis on 
communication (at least of certain kinds) than the parents of less frequent 
users. This pattern would not be worth mentioning if it were no so repetitive 
throughout the whole section dealing with eee placed by parents 
on various communicative acts, and the section concerned with the actual 
occurrence of communication between parents and their children. 

Thus, the mothers and the fathers of weekend cannabis users attach 
consistently less importance than the parents of non-users and of other types 


of users to the following communication-related activities: 


- eating dinner together 

- doing things together at weekends 

- hearing what their elder children do with their free time 
outside the home. 


Also, the parents of weekend users place less emphasis than other 


parents on: 


- conformity to common standards about dress 
- mixing with people of whom they disapprove 


- their children becoming independent and self- 
sufficient persons 


The fathers of weekend users seem to be less concerned than Mothers 
about communication, because in addition to placing less emphasis than other 
parents on the things above, they attach also less importance to the following: 

- being told what their elder children do in the evenings 
and at weekends. 
- being told by their elder children about their thoughts 


and feelings 
- their elder children trying to make their own decisions. 
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From the tables in the appendix, it is: possible to see how this 
tendency occurs also with parents of those who use cannabis when it is 
available. The trend in this case is not as strong as in the case of weekend 
users, but it is stronger than in the case of other types of user and non- 
users. It may be felt that 9 weekend users and 21 “users when available" 
is too small a group upon the basis of which to make such statements. Indeed, 
it is true that the numbers are too small to permit of valid statistical 
testing. But the reader is urged to inspect the almost unfailing regularity 
with which the parents of weekend users attach less importance than other 
parents to the behaviours noted above. 

This regularity is just as noticeable when we look at parents' 
reports of how often these behaviours actually occur. Thus, parents of 


weekend users have less contact with their elder children with respect to: 


being told what they do in evenings and at weekends 
- being told about what they do with free time outside 
the home 
- being told about their thoughts and feelings 
- doing things with them at weekends 
- their bringing friends home 
To a slightly lesser degree, this trend holds also for parents 
of those who use cannabis when it is available. 
The disruptive element in this apparent progression comes when we 
look at the "weekly" users of cannabis. If, from the foregoing, we were to 
advance the hypothesis that as communication decreases (with its connotations c 


caring and involvement) the likelihood of marijuana use increases, we would 


surely expect the parents of the most frequent users to manifest the least 


concern about their children. The results, however, do not appear to support 
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this hypothesis, although the minute numbers involved here (3) do not enable 
us to confirm or disallow the idea definitively. The Mothers of the weekly 


users attach more importance than other parents to: 


- their elder children bringing friends home 

- eating dinner together 

- hearing what their children do with their free 
time outside the home 

- hearing about their childrens' thoughts and 
feelings 

- conformity about dress 

- their elder children not mixing with people of 
whom they disapprove 


The Fathers of this group attach more importance than other 


parents to: 
- their elder children bringing friends home 
- being told about their childrens’ thoughts 
and feelings 


However, the same fathers place less emphasis on conformity about 


dress. 


When it comes to the actual frequencies with which these 
behaviours occur, an erratic pattern emerges. Mothers c® weekly users report 


more often than other parents that their elder children: 


- tell them what they do of an evening and at weekends 
- tell them where they are going before going 
- bring friends home 
On the other hand, the same mothers report less often than other 


parents that their elder children: 


- tell them what they do with free time outside the home 
- tell them about their thoughts and feelings 
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Fathers of weekly users report more often than other 
parents that their children: 
~ tell them where they are going before they go 
- tell them about their thoughts and feelings 
- bring friends home 


However, these fathers report less often than other 


parents that: 
- they eat dinner together with their children 
- they do things together with their children 
at weekends 
- they are told what their children do with 
free time outside the home. 

It is possible, of course, that the phenomenon above 
is a result of the erraticism of very small numbers. It is recorded, 
however, because it may also suggest that communication between heavy 
users and their parents follow patterns different from, and not simply 


logical extensions of those patterns which are to be found amongst weekend 


users and those who use cannabis when it is available. 
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Section VII 


Characteristics of Teachers Defined 
in Relation to Their Drug Attitudes: 


Difficulties abound when trying to make definitive statements 
about the drug attitudes of teachers and what is related to them. This is 
so for the same reason identified in the section on Teachers' Educational 
Attitudes, namely, the group with the least common attitudes is too small 
to enable us to compare it's characteristics with the others in any statis- 
tically meaningful way. The three teacher groups, defined in relation to 
the drug attitude statements listed on page , fell out as follows: 

Group I (unfavourable) n = 30 

Group II (moderately favourable) n= 16 

Group III (favourable) n = 6 

Comparisons between such numerically lopsided groups are hazardous. 
Condensing groups is also hazardous, but probably is the lesser of two evils. 
The latter alternative was adopted, leaving two groups: 

Group I (as in the original) n = 30 

Groups II and III combined, n = 22 

Readers are urged to inspect the tables from which the data in 
this section are drawn. Their statistical significance cannot always be 
established (at least, by use of Chi-square testing), but inspection of the 
tables will nonetheless indicate marked differences between the condensed 


groups. 


Dominant Characteristics of Teachers Drug Attitude Groups: 


Teachers holding favourable attitudes toward the use of soft 
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drugs are more likely to be male than female.* In Group I, 60% are men 

and 40% women, whilst in Groups II and III there are 86.36% men and 

13.36% enema Those with moderate or favourable attitudes tend also 

to be ee than the other groups. Jn Groups II and III there are 86.40% 
teachers under 35 years of age, as opposed to 40% in Group I ("unfavourable"). 
The "favourable" group are also less likely to have children (57.14% in 
Groups II and III are without children as opposed to 33.33% in Group I). 

When they do have children, these are (not surprisingly) more likely to 

be under 5 years old -- 50% of the children of Groups II and III are under 

5 in comparison with 14.29% of Group I's eyewear.” 

It is clear that Group I (unfavourable) have been teaching 
longer than Groups II and III -- 73.33% of Group I have been teaching for 
more than 6 years as contrasted with 52.38% of Groups II and II.* However, 
only a very small percentage of any group has been teaching less than 2 
years (about 4%). 

Differences between Teacher Drug Attitude Groups in terms of 
major specialty teaching areas are not as meee as in the case of their 
educaticnal attitudes. There is nonetheless a tendency for Group I 
("unfavourable") to be found more often than Groups II and III in the 
Math and Science departments (Group I: 31.03%; Groups II and III: 4.55%). 
Also Groups II and III are to be found more often in the English, History 


and Geography departments (45.46%) than Group I (20.69%). 


: ne: 2 ere 3 ae ed 
Difference significant at 0.05 level. Not significant. Not significant. 


Significant at 0.01 level. : Not significant. 


* This sex balance is greater than amongst the teachers taken as a whole, 
where only 28.85% are women. 
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Drug Attitudes and Educational Attitudes: 


Most of the differences described below are theoretically not 
Significant. It is suggested that this phenomenon occurs because of the 
condensing of categories described above. Visual inspection of the data 
suggests the following differentiation of Teacher Drug Attitude Groups 
on the basis of their educational attitudes. 

Teachers with favourable drug attitudes (Groups II and IIT) 
tend, more than those with unfavourable attitudes, to consider students 
as being more capable of self-control and discipline. Also they subscribe 
somewhat more readily to statements suggesting that the school is not 
functioning at its best. Thus, Groups II and III tend to subscribe more 
than Group I to the following statements: 

(1) High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline. 

(2) Students should be free to criticize their teachers' 
classroom methods without its being considered a breach of discipline. 

(3) The school system, as presently set up, is something to 
be gotten through as quickly and quietly as possible. 

(4) When students are bored with school, it is mainly a result 
of teachers' failure to offer them sufficient Che tiengec” 

Further, Groups II and III tend to agree less than Group I with 
the statements: 

(5) Students learn more when they have to compete with their 
fellow students. 


(6) Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos ina 


None of the 4 statements are significant differentiators. 


gebesht36 keqol tact i 


ad &P) 


jon yiisoitezos dd exe wolod eicey soonbxe3t tb ot 40 ‘fio 


A 


se 


st} YO sgusosd ‘exw900 ncianshadie eka jody Boveapen ah ad 


| ; EP ST eee eee 
sis& aii to nottosqani IsuetV .svods Baditoesb sO ee 


gebusiste tenol'Sasitbe ‘vag to. ea 
(lIT Ons IL aquoxzg) sobudiate pum Sidaauoved Adda Aas 


atasbudte xobianco od ,esbutiscs eldsxvove tau dttw: seods ie 


= 


adispatve vad4 oalk .ontlatorib Sa6 loudinos “ites to oftsqeo. ‘exo 


Y= 


5 
ton vi foormpa ait tends paisaeppee einemeisse ot elibsor oe 


oxom adFroedie od baod PIT bas 11 aquexd , eure “das oii ds ene 
:adnomateta priwollo ar ot ba 
jucdsin paivil to sidaneo sts etnsbuse foodse ApiH (5) 


.  Sniii¢ivets baeegn 


tadt asinitixo oF 9922 S$d-Blvode etnsbut2 (s) 


ul 
of 
& 
A 
oe 
iJ 
By 
; 

‘ 
jul 
rm 


seutiaineib to dpestd & hereb tases ae ¥ asi fork we biotite 
ot priddemoe 2: yan tor yitaseend a5 ‘moteve topos emt ce 
= sfdieaog es yldetdp bas ‘btotup | Bh tere 


$fueox a vintsm eh 31 ,Loonoe dtiw bs tod ox adnobude asi 


te 


apist Latio Snake rVioe mods ‘Saag oF smlis® | 


dziw t quer stats saad Sorps oF brat tt Bie <I equox®. moat 


aie pete et 


hod fitin sdedmod ot svi yordt asi oscar imine!” —— eo 


sit Boasts oF wok oria-ansda onttaiont® 0 ae é aie 


- 3% ossidnotoT Tb” sancti OM ascemededs 


2 


% 


- 83 - 


high school. 
(7) It is best for a student to be told what subjects to 
take, rather than have him choose for Aitsere.” 
: A cumulative statistic may help to justify the reporting of 
non-significant tables, as above. The following table investigates the 
cross-membership of Teacher Groups defined -- a) In relation to Drug 


Attitudes, and b) In relation to educational attitudes. 


"Teacher Education Attitudes" 


Group I Group II Group III Total 


17 (56.6%) | 12 (40%) 


Group I % 30° (57.26%) 
"Teacher Drug 
Attitudes" _ Group II 7 (43.7%) 6 (37.5%) 3 (18.73) 16 (30.7%) 
Group III 2 33233) 2. (33.35) 6 (L252) 
Total 26 (50.0%) | 20 (38.4%) 6 “Cli. 53) 


From this table, it is clear that a certain amount of relation- 
ship exists between the two sets of attitudes. It would seem that those 
teachers with "Liberal" educational attitudes tend to hold attitudes towards 
soft drug use that are moderately favourable. On the other hand, those teachers 
who hold very favourable attitudes towards soft drug use cannot be found to 
subscribe preferentially to any one educational position. The implication 
of this, of course, is that our groups are not homogeneous. This is why, in 
the differences between teachers described above, contrasts between groups 
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which differentiates at the 0.02 level. 


ot atoetdua 


c pakssogex arty yiivaut os afer yen pivetdeae nage 


< 


eo! 


att eadeptisevai eldest puiwolio?: ant ‘evens. 85 .vetdst 2 


potd oF aoktelox pt (6 - ~,honiteb aauiorsd, sole = gides 


=< 
a 


.eohyaitsa’ J cnetaeeoe oF. nobsaker at. td bas 
6 , fi 0 Pea ia noisy. ” ae i i Ya Ae a 


"“esbutista notsaonbl ee a 


ietot Tit guo7z0 It @iugyt2 LT quox) ~ = 4 | RT 


: auoxe) ys 


oh cae ‘ 


? 


pie qtroxd MOR 


TIT quoxd 


ar %e scent atettao 6 sedg ‘goto ak dk etdad zidd fore 
st4 gent wase Bbluor gf leobud dts 46 esse ot ‘ane’ aS % 


eRarewed avshotiige Blot of Bred aebutists (a0 lssoube “heaaeie bn 


-xofosed. esods , Breil serto add ad ‘aldasnovs? lssmeate if 978 ltd oa 
03 Ariol od fonrma> sal pyxb tos abasbos eobastain: ‘pies ; 


Mi) 
ae 


Hottsotiamt sf nord lang tanoktesibe end ens oo ve abe 


if , Yow 2s ain? ,.evosrnepeamod Jon ots equow uO. aerey ‘ek 


fe 


aqguoip neewied qfestaaoo 1 eveds badixoash aanctonad cocetod 


Cc 
wr ortetsn meres nsiry amen te blfel 


pansies gmp yl oe 


~ 


T xpden 10k even , nso kRhipea Son ore. jie 
: » EEK: (fo. - om aS 


can be made only in terms of "tendencies". The oct that can be said from 
all this is that educational attitudes (as measured in this study) are 

only moderately useful predictors of attitudes toward soft drug use amongst 
peecyers and that drug attitudes (as measured in this study) do not predict 
educational attitudes. Statement-by-statement comparisons of Groups, then, 
are most likely to illustrate real differences than cumulative statistical 


comparisons. 


Reactions to Discovery of Student Drug Use: 
Teachers were asked how they would respond if they found that 
a student of theirs was using drugs, There are some differences amongst 
teachers in the nature of their responses, depending to some extent on their 
attitudes toward drug use. Thus, teachers with favourable attitudes toward 
drug use tend to report more often than others that: 
(1) They would take into account how often the drug was used. 
(2) They would take into account the purposes for which the 
. 9 
drug was being used. 
; 10 
(3) They would take into account the kind of drug used. 


The same teachers, on the other hand, report that they are 


less likely to: 


, 1 
(1) Report the students' drug use to the Guidance Department. 


me tl 
(2) Report the fact to the Principal. 
digs) 
(3) Report the fact to the Students' Parents. 


One interpretation of the differences above is that teachers 
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with attitudes favourable towards soft drug use are likely to be more 
discriminating in their responses to different types of drug use patterns 
amongst their students, and that they are more likely than other teachers 


to deal with the situation by themselves, without consulting other people. 


Teacher Drug Attitudes and Drug Use: 

There is a tendency for teachers with favourable soft drug 
attitudes (Group II and III) to report more use of alcohol than Group I; 
63.64% of the Group III teachers drink "almost every week" or "nearly every 

" , 14 
day" as opposed to 46.67% in Group I. Also, Group III teachers are more 
likely to have used painkillers during the last six months; 9.09% of this 
group report that they have never used painkillers in the last 6 months, 
. : uit: 
contrasted with 33.33% in Group I (unfavourable drug attitudes). 

Not surprisingly, 50% of those teachers with moderate or 
favourable attitudes toward soft drug use report that if the opportunity 
presented itself, they might try marihuana or hashish. This compares 

. 16 , 
with 24.14% in Group I; 95.45% of Groups II and III are in favour of 
reducing penalties for the possession of marihuana or of legalizing it 
so that it could be bought like alcohol; 58.62% of Group I can be found 
‘ Pa 17 
to hold this position. 


Readers are urged to inspect Chapter IV, Section 5 for the 


perspective of factor analysis on these findings. 
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CHA PT ER IV 


THE PERSPECTIVE OF FACTOR ANALYSIS 


Introduction 

Factor analysis is a term used to designate those techniques 
the most common purpose of which is to identify patterns of relationships 
between either units (individuals, groups, nations or other 'cases') or 
the characteristics of these units. In this. study, it was the latter type 
of relationships that were sought. 

The purposes of employing factor analysis in this study were as 
follows. It was felt that the process of defining differences between 
students and their parents only by means of cross-tabulation involved 
Many assumptions. The greatest of these assumptions lay in the construction 
of groups based upon the attitude statements of students in the areas of 
education and drugs. Whilst some checks were built into this system, the 
groupings were not based upon cutting points in any known, validated and 
reliable scale. The reasons for this were simply that scales could not be 
found to fit the purposes of this study, but of course the problems of using 
non-validated scales remain. It will be noticed, indeed, that nowhere in 
this report so far has the concept of "Scale" been used. This is simply 
because the items in the education and drug sections do not constitute 
scales in any Scientifically acceptable sense. 

The groupings of students, then, must be considered arbitrary 
where they are based on no more than the "common-sense" designation of 


crucial dimensions involved in the statements designed to tap the two 
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major attitude areas. Thus, it was considered necessary to attempt another type 

of analysis which involved fewer assumptions than the technique used in the 

body of this report so far. Factor analysis fits this requirement to the extent 

that it has the capacity to search out patterns of relationship in the data, 

independent of the researcher's bias. It cannot, of course, remove the more funda- 

mental bias resulting from the selective choice of variables fed into the analysis. 
In the report so far, certain relationships have been pointed 

out e.g. the relationship between student drug attitudes, drug use, and 

communication patterns with their parents. Factor analysis provides us 

with a critical perspective on these data, sometimes providing greater 

insight into a relationship already proposed, sometimes suggesting that 

a relationship is spurious or at least not what it seems. Readers will 

no doubt find themselves questioning interpretations of the relationships 

suggested by factor analysis as indeed they may have done in perusing the 

body of the report so far. No hard and fast conclusions are proposed here, 

since the data will not support them. However, many strong indications 


emerge for further detailed study. 


What Factor Analysis Does 
In order to study the structure of relationships within and 
between characteristics of students, mothers and fathers, selected variables 


were fed into factor analysis programmes adaptable for use by social sclentists.= 


1. This is the "B.M.D." system. (Bio-Medical Data) developed by 
U.C.L.A. 1970 revision. 
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The goal of factor analysis is to reduce these data to manageable and mean- 


ingful units of information. It begins by seeking out comprehensive linear 


relationships between the variables. These relationships are reported as 
factors. Usually, such a report will begin with the most comprehensive 
set of relationships discernible in the data, moving on to more specific 
relationships. Sometimes, the researcher makes the assumption that the 
resulting factors are themselves unrelated to one another. In this case, 
the factors are said to be "orthogonal" (at right-angles) to one another. 
In this study, however, allowance was made for relationships between 
factors to emerge if such existed. In this case, the factors are said 
to be "oblique" to one anouner. 

Factor analyses of variables for students, mothers, fathers and 
teachers were performed first separately and then combined. The results 


are reported below. Technical terms will be explained as they occur. 


Student Factor Analysis 

61 variables from a possible 137 were selected from the student 
variables for factor analysis. The reasons for not including all of them 
were: 1) It was intended that the programme be run in "S.P.S.S." 


(Statistical Package for the Social Sciences). This programme has a 


2 An extremely lucid account of Factor-Analysis is given by R. J. 
Rummel in The Journal of "Conflict Resolution" Vol. XI No. 4 
1968 pg. 444-478. 
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limitation of 69 variables. At the last minute, however, the programmers 
encountered difficulties with the Factor Analysis part of the S.P.S.S. 
system and changed to B.M.D. (Bio-Medical Data). This has a greater 
capacity, but also has some limitations not present in S.P.S.S. 2) Not 
all the variables were "differentiators." i.e. They did not appear to 
divide the population in any real way, e.g. if everyone agrees with a 
statement, this tends to be of less interest in factor analysis than if 
some agree and some disagree. Ideally, however, even non-differentiators 
should be submitted in order to develop the best picture of the data. 

3) Some variables are not "eligible" for factor analysis. The most 


notorious difficulties are encountered with "category" variables - e.g. 
sex, occupation. The variables most suited to this form of analysis are 
"range" or "continuous" variables, e.g. strong agreement on a statement 


to strong disagreement. Much of the questionnaire had, in fact, been 


organized originally in such a way that factor analysis would be possible. 


From the 61 variables for 449 cases, 20 factors were delineated 


by the analysis. Between them, these factors accounted for 61.98% of the 
total variation in the sample. That is to say, 61.98% of the data could 
be said to be patterned or structured. 20 factors are, however, a large 
quantity and present numerous problems for interpretation. Each of the 
factors explains only a small amount of the total variation and little 
relationship can be established between the factors. Those factors which 


are capable of interpretation (at this point) are given below. 
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One note of caution: in an "oblique" factor analysis solution, 
loadings for specific variables can be considered only as approximations 


of correlations with the latent factor. 


FACTOR I: (Favourable) “Attitudes toward Drugs". 
Loading 

Use of some drugs (e.g. marihuana and hashish) 0.78 
can make leisure time more enjoyable. 

Regular cigarettes are more dangerous than marihuana ORSS: 
Reetinana is safer than alcohol 0.81 
Drugs can be fun 0.66 
There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana Oe70 
Use of marihuana/hashish 0.60 
The person who uses marihuana is almost certain to - 0.40 


end up on hard drugs. 


FACTOR 2: “Rejection of Stereotypes re Drug Use/Users" 


The following statements all have negative loadings. Given the 
nature of the input data ("agree to disagree") the most plausible explan- 
ation of this factor is that it is concerned with the rejection of the 


following statements. 


Loading 
The majority of young drug users come from unhappy homes -0.61 
Drug use by the young can often be seen as a gesture of -0.69 


rejection of traditional society. 
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FACTOR 2: continued 


Loading 
Drug users are often just trying to escape from 0.69 
the responsibility of facing reality. 
The person who uses marihuana is almost certain 0.41 


to end up on hard drugs. 


It will be noticed that the loadings on both of the factors 
above are over 0.50 except in the case of the very last statements which 
are the same in both patterns, Usually, loadings below 0.50 will not be 
reported, since figures below this level indicate that less than 25% of 
the variation of a given variable is involved in the factor pattern under 
discussion. " In an oblique solution this interpretation is only an 
approximation, but serves to remind us that a loading of 0.40 means roughly 
that only 16% of the variation in the variable is involved in the pattern. 
The aforementioned low-loading item is included, however, because it appears 
in two factors and can thus be said to have at least two important sources 
of variation. 

The two factors can indeed be seen as representing two distinct 
attitude clusters about drugs and drug use. It is unlikely that the state- 
ments loading on the factors as listed above in any way exhaust the 
content of "real" attitudinal constellations. In a sense, they are tips 


of two different icebergs, although there is a slight correlation of 


3 This figure is arrived at by squaring the factor loading and multiplying 
by 100. 
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0.22 between them. This is of, little statistical Stand eteanee, except in the 
converse sense that the two attitude sets are hardly related at all. 

It is important to note that Factor 1 incorporates a drug use 
arearie (use of marihuana or hashish). Factor 2 does not incorporate this 
variable. If the reader recalls, it has been proposed already that more 
than one set of attitudes towards drug use (indeed, soft drug use) exists, 
and that it is not just a matter of being “for or against" drugs. Factor 
2 would suggest that there is no necessary relationship between the 
rejection of stereotypes about drug use (and users) and actual drug use. 
Many of the items in Factor 1 will be seen to correspond with items chosen 
as differentiators of the "Student Drug Attitude Groups" in Chapter 3. 

This finding lends some support to the logic of using these items as the 
basis for grouping of students and adds some credibility to the cross- 
tabulation results reported in Chapter 3. However, the factor analysis 
results should be regarded as defining the better linear combination of 
variables. In an "oblique" solution, the highest loading variable ona 
Factor also tends to be the most important. It is perhaps significant, 
then, that of all the statements in Factor 1 the most important is one 

that values marihuana over alcohol with regard to "safety". Although 

not as important, we can see that the comparison of marihuana and cigarettes 


is unfavourable to the latter. 


Factors 2(a) and 2(b): "Independent Drug Attitudes" 


Two statements about drugs emerged as virtual "factors-in- 
themselves". This means that most of their variation occurs independently 
of the variation in any other variable, i.e. in any other attitude or 


behaviour. 
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FACTOR 2 (a) Loading 

One of the most important aspects of drug use by On TA) 
young people is the sense of community and fellowship that 
it promotes. 

FACTOR 2(b) 

There is an excitement in using drugs that is 0.67 
to match in any other activity. 

The meaning of these attitudes is difficult to interpret since 
they are not related to any other attitudes or behaviour. This may be 
Significant in itself since their lack of relationship with drug use 
suggests that their nature may be that of ideological (perhaps even 
"romantic") positions about drug use. Although not recorded above, it is 
worth noting as an aside that Factor 2(a) is weakly loaded on by a "non- 
use of alcohol" variable. (-0.36). This is interesting in that some 
abstainers may see "community and fellowship" as more important to drug 
users than drug users themselves, since this item does not appear in the 
"pro-soft drug" pattern of Factor 1. 

On the other hand, Factor 2(b), concerned with the excitement 
of drug use, is weakly but positively associated with frequency of 
marihuana use (0.31 loading). The weakness of this loading, however, 
Suggests that the "excitement" notion is to be found more amongst non-users. 
Speculatively, it might be seen at an attitude held by those who are con- 
templating its use. 


Factor 2(c) Lack of Discrimination between 
Different Patterns of Drug Use Loading 


There is no difference between the users of alcohol 
and the user of drugs. 0.46 
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Loading 


There is no difference between the person 
taking pep pills and the speed user. 0.78 


This factor may be interpreted either as "anti-drugs and 
anti-alcohol" or "non-discriminating". It is interesting that these 
attitudes emerge separately from those in Factor 2 ("rejection of Ster- 
eotypes about Soft-Drug Use and Users"). It would appear that the two 
statements above do not enter into the pattern of attitudes associated 
with rejection of stereotypes about drug use. Furthermore, the two 
statements above do not seem to be themselves tied up with other attitudes 
which would suggest endorsement of stereotypes about drug use or users. 
Frequency of marihuana use is very weakly and negatively associated with 


this factor (loading - 0.20). 


Factor 3 "Assertion of Self-Control, Self-Discipline" 
This factor is characterized by rejection of the following 
statements: Loading 


Students become arrogant the minute they get a bit 
Of control in school affairs. =0.50 


Slackening up or discipline opens the door to chaos 
in a high school. =O. 75 


Strict rules and regulations, imposed by teacher, 
make school life easier in the long run. =Ono2 


Teenagers are actually happier under strict training Oo s 

There is a weak correlation (r=0.25) between Factor 3 and Factor 
1 (Attitudes favourable toward use of soft drugs). This relationship is 
another perspective on the one described in Section VI (a), Chapter 3, in which 
it was suggested that "rebellious" educational attitudes are in some measure 


associated with favourable attitudes toward drug use. It must be pointed 
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out that in both types of analysis, the relationship is not strong. The 
most that can be proposed is that some students (presumably a small minority) 
can be found to endorse both sets of attitudes. 

Three of the statements in Factor 3 will be recognized as being 
amongst those which were designated in Chapter 3 as being the best differen- 
tiators of "Student Education Groups". Again, this serves as a partial 
endorsement of the reasoning that led to the construction of these groups. 
However, there remain some other patterns associated with educational 
attitudes, which being independent of one another, suggest that the struc- 
turing of attitudes in this area is more complex than the groupings in 
Chapter 3 allow for. Examples follow. 


Factor 3(a) "Moral Conservatism of Students" 


Loading 

Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. 01.72 
Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. 0.74 
It is no business of the school to teach students 
how to make moral decisions. 0.50 
Factor 3({b) Endorsement of Teachers as Moral Educators: 

Rejection of Parents 
Teachers play a more important role in the moral 
€ducation of students than parents do. 0.375 
Teachers are better able to deal with student drug 
problems than parents. 0.55 
Negative perception of quality of life at home. —O. 52 


In factor 3(a) it seems that the home is endorsed as the 
proper place for moral education, whilst in factor 3(b) the role of 


the home is minimized in this area. In the latter case, these feelings 
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appear to be linked up with students' perceptions of their families as 


being rather remote or indifferent. 


Factor 3(c) "Motivation Through Fear" Loading 


The fear of failure in school keeps students working hard. O70 


’ 


My father would threaten to punish me if he found I was 


using drugs. 0.42 


Factor 3(d) "Motivation Through Competition" 
Students learn more when they compete with their fellow 


students. 0275 


Interpretation of "tit-bit" factors such as 3(c) and 3(d) is 
fraught with ambiguity. Perhaps the least dangerous suggestion would be 
that the two factors indicate that two independent motivational drives 
exist, one based on the fear of failure and the other based on the 
desire to compete. 

The following factors (4 to 13) are concerned with both the 
students perceptions of how their parents would react if the latter were 
to discover that their eldest child attending school was using drugs 
and with the actual,reported responses of the parents. Factors 4, 5 and 
6 are from factor analysis of the student responses alone; factors 7, 8 
10 and 11 are from the separate analyses of Mothers and Fathers returns; 
factors 9, 12 and 13 are from a group analysis of student's and their 


parents’ replies. 


i 


at (b)E Bas (cV€ es dowe Srotos? "Sid=dila” Ao notsesenqaetar | 


ed Sfuow noldseppes suotepmsh tesesl ont sgernzed “ed dorpkeae 


as eetlins? xiedt to anottqanueq ‘atnebute a: ae 
- t ——7 -tnexett tbat 30 ; ; 


26. at 
Siw pes : 
pu Tey. sotser 


pnibsot "<5 9F cf 
one 
or.o0 brad paiazvow atnabyte ue tors at i atten 
i i } depalc el Oe ae me 


2sw I bpuot sq XL om ee od netssads bi 


bS.0 | ) se r 
as a 


woliet «fers dtiw stsqimo 


2t.0 


savinh Isnottevitom tnsbreqshal owt tans edsoibat exodost « 


ait no Seaed yorto sft ons etul iss . 1682 ond a mee 


w toddel offs If tosex bitrow anna sheds wort % ano 


, 
te) 


eoutb paies ssw foorva yathaaste bl is savbio stort 


his.2 ,A sxodosi .stacisq ads Zo qesnoduat Batten 


;artote® stedtst hrs etensell te vosylsnh/eteseabe ~~ 


tteds bros eB jnobuta te efeylans, ee soa 63 2: 


- 97 - 


Factor 4 Perceived Punitive Reaction by Parents 
to Students Drug Use 


Loadings 
Father would give me an ultimatum: either leave drugs 
alone or leave home. 0.75 
Father would try to get me to a doctor, psychiatrist, 
or counsellor of some kind. 0.76 
Mother would threaten to punish me. O75 
Mother would give me an ultimatum: either leave drugs 
alone or leave home. 0.70 
Factor 5 Perceived Moderate Reaction by Mother 
to Student's Drug Use 
Mother would explore the risks and possible advantages 
Of using drugs with me. 0.50 
Mother would consider my age at the time O272 
Mother would take the kind of drugs I was using 
into account Ory 
Factor 6 Perceived Moderate Reaction by Father 
to Student's Drug Use 
Father would tell me that it is my decision to use of 
not to use drugs, and I must take the consequences. 0.68 
Father would explore the risks and possible advantages 
of using drugs with me. 0.74 
Father would consider my age at the time. 0.74 


Of the three factors listed above, Factor 4 is perhaps the 
easiest to interpret in that it seems to indicate the existence of a 
particular kind of parental response in which both parents are perceived 
as reasonably consistent. Factors 5 and 6 would make more sense if they 
were correlated. But there is no correlation between them. This is very 
puzzling since the composition of the factors is almost identical save 


that one concerns the mothers' reaction and the other, the fathers'. 
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Although we are now in the realm of pure speculation, these results raise 
the question whether parents are more likely to be perceived as united in 
punishment (or the threat of it) than in moderation. Analysis of the 
mothers' and fathers' actual responses separately, and of both 

parents taken together reveals that there are indeed factors associated 
with parental consistency in the direction of moderate response to their 
children's drug use, but that again, parental consistency in the direction 
of punitiveness (and coercion) seems somewhat stronger, as the following 
material will indicate. 


Factor 7 Moderate Response Pattern of Mother 
to Student Drug Use 


Loading 
I would explore the risks and possible advantages of using 
drugs with my son or daughter 0.64 
I would take my son's or daughter's age into account. 0.62 
I would take the kind of drug involved into account. On79 
Factor 8 Moderate Response Pattern of Father to 
Student Drug Use 
I wouid take my son's or daughter's age into account. 0.87 
I would take the kind of drug involved into account. 0.86 
Factor 9 Consistent Moderate Response of Both 
Parents to Student Drug Use 
Mother: I would explore the risks and possible 
advantages of using drugs with my son or daughter. 0.79 
Father: I would explore the risks and possible 
advantages of using drugs with my son or daughter. 0.62 
Factor 10 Punitive Response Pattern by Mother to 
Student Drug Use 
I would threaten punishment. 0.80 
I would get angry. 0.70 


I would threaten to call the police. 0.60 
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Factor 11 Punitive Response Pattern of Father 
to Student Drug Use 
ee we VLG USS 


Loading 
I would threaten punishment 0.78 
I would get angry. 0.76 
I would threaten to call the police. 0.70 
I would call the police. OnG2 
Factor 12 Consistent Punitive Response Pattern of 
———— erent sunitive Response Pattern of 
Both Parents to Student Drug Use 
Mother: I would threaten punishment. 0.78 
I would get angry. 0.79 
Father: I would threaten punishment. 0.62 
I would get angry. O263 
Factor 13 (Weakly) Consistent Rejection of Moderate 
Response by Both Parents to Student Drug Use 
— erent tO ptudent Drug Use 
Mother: Would not take son's or daughter's age 
into account. -0.49 
Would not take kind of drug involved into 
account. -0.48 
Father: Would not take son's or daughter's age 
into account. =0no5 
Would not take kind of drug involved into 
account. —O. 82 


Perhaps it would be unwise to force Significance into findings 
that beg so many questions. The one thing that can be said about 
parental response to their children's drug use from factor analysis 
is that at least two very distinct patterns of response exist. These 
patterns are complicated by virtue of the fact that husband and wife do 


not always appear to react in the same way, especially in the case of 
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moderate responses. Although further results in this area are anticipated, 
it has not been possible, by factor analysis, to establish any relationship 
between student attitudes and behaviour and that of their parents. Later, 
the significance of this phenomenon - surprising in the light of cross- 


tabulation résults reported earlier - is reviewed. 


Student Drug Use According to Factor Analysis 

In the factors reviewed so far, student drug use has emerged 
with real significance in only one of them, namely the first, which is 
concerned with "pro soft drug" attitudes. In this case, we were 
concerned only with the use of marijuana and hashish. The loading of 
cannabis use on the first factor (0.60) tells us that 36% of the variance * 
in this variable is involved in the pattern of attitudes delineated as 
the first factor. Whilst this is important, it leaves us in the dark as 
to where the remaining variance is to be found. In partial answer to 
this question, we may consult another summary statistic, called the 
"“communality" of the “cannabis use" variable. The communality of a 
variable is, amongst other ways of describing it, an expression of the 
degree to which the variance in that variable can be explained by, or 
accounted for by, the variation in all the other variables together. 


The final communality of a variable is given by the sum of its squared 


loadings on all the factors. In the case of marijuana and hashish use, 


See footnote 3. 
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this figure is 0.59. This means that 59% of the variance in this variable 
is "in common" with that in all the other variables. The implications 

of this are either that 1) The “unique" variance of this variable (41%) 
is genuine, i.e. variation is to that extent independent of any other 
variable's variation. 2) The remaining variance is simply not explicable 
because not enough of its potential correlates were enquired about in the 


survey. 


The truth may lie between these two interpretations: in the 
most important factor with which it is associated only 36% of the variance 
in the cannabis use variable is involved. This means that the difference 
between this figure and the communality (59%) is "absorbed" by the other 
factors. Since no other factors "absorb" significant amounts of variance 
in this variable, such findings have not been reported. This means, 
however, that 23% of the variance is "absorbed" in non-significant 
associations of the variable with other factors. We are left, then, with 
two possibilities: one is that this process of absorption would continue 
if more variables were fed into the analysis (a hypothesis which gains 
some support from the fact that when data on the student's mothers 
and fathers are added to the "pot", the communality of the cannabis use 
variable stays almost exactly the same). If this were the case, we would 
find that the so-called "unique" variance disappeared by a process of 
attrition. The other possibility is that other important "explanatory" 
factors exist and remain to be found. Both possibilities may have some 


strength. Further investigations will be needed to answer these questions. 
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Section II 
MOTHERS' FACTOR ANALYSI 5° 
Factor 1 Lack of Faith in Students' Ability 


and Motivation to be Self-Directive Loading 


Students would rather be told what do do than 
have to plan courses for themselves. 0.51 


One of the most important aspects of drug use 
by young people is the sense of community and 


fellowship that it promotes. 0.66 


Students become arrogant the minute they get 
a bit of control in school affairs. 0.41 


Slackening up on discipline opens the door to 
chaos in high school. 0.39 


It will be seen that the first two statements of the four 
listed above are the strongest loading items on Factor .1. The last two 
statements are allowed to stand here because they may help in the inter- 
pretation of the first factor. Taken together, the first two statements 
could be construed as indicators of an attitude constellation in which 
certain mothers feel that students are susceptible to "herd instincts" 
which lead them to be submissive in terms of what they are taught, tractable 
to peer group pressures, and favourably disposed towards the satisfaction 
of peer group membership. The last two statements alter this perspective 
to some extent in that they suggest that when students are left to their 
own devices with regard to discipline and government, they breed chaos. 
Generally, this factor pattern is one of marked pessimism or perhaps cynicism 
with regard to students’ abilities to be self-directive. It is felt that 
they do not want to be self-directive and that they cannot be if given the 


chance. 


2 59.23% of the variance in the 50 mothers' variables was absorbed in the 


factor patterns reported in this section. 
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Factor 2 Faith in Students' Ability to Self-Directive 
ee ee ee eS Ee ERC SOLE LCY LO nel i virecelve. 


Students are responsible enough to move from class to 
class without a bell. 0.88 


A high school can run effectively without the use 
of bells. 0.88 


High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline. 0.51 


The pattern above can be considered as the converse of the first 


factor in that it appears to indicate the existence of an attitude constellation 
based on certain mothers' faith in students' ability to control themselves. 

The statements above are fairly mild, except perhaps for the last one. It is 
interesting that mothers who have faith in students appear to choose statements 
different from those who do not have such faith in order to express their 
opinion. i.e. Rather than being defined by rejection of the statements in 
Factor 1, mothers who have faith in students pick another set of attitude 
statements to reflect their opinion. It is possible, however, that the 

labels given to the factors above are misleading and that the mothers 
associated with the patterns above are relating to different issues. Indeed, 
this may well be the case every time one factor seems to be the converse of 
another. If this is true, then communication between the groups of people 
associated with the attitude (and behaviour) patterns designated in this 
chapter becomes a matter of understanding the structuring of such attitudes. 
These attitudes appear to be quite complex. Further indications of this 
complexity appear in the following factors, which are still associated in 


one way or another with educational beliefs. 
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Factor 3 Negative Premium on Student Control of Curriculum 


It is best that a student be told what subjects to enesee. 
take, rather than have to choose for himself. 0.80 
Students should not be allowed to choose their own 

subjects. O69 


This pattern is not associated with any other. It would 
appear, then, that mothers' views concerning the degree of choice that 
a student should have in the subjects he or she will study can exist in- 


dependently of views on other aspects of self-government and self-control. 


Factor 4 Strict Control of Behaviour 
Students should not be free to criticize their teachers' 
classroom methods without its being considered a breach 


of discipline. =O 295 


Students are not responsible enough to move from class 
to class without a bell. wh © Pa 


This pattern may well be the opposite of Factor 2. It involves 
one of the same items (the "bell" item). However, it may be a very 
specific set of attitudes, since it is not related to any other set. If 
this specificity is indeed a real phenomenon, it suggests that the internal 
congruence of attitudes toward education is not very great, and that mothers' 
conservative views regarding one aspect of school life do not predict or 


indeed bear any relationship to their views on other aspects. 


Factor 5 Home is the Precinct of Moral Education 


Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. On77 


Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. 0.79 


This pattern speaks for itself. Again, it is not related to 


other patterns. 
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Factor 6 Disenchantment with School and Teachers 


Loading 
By the time students get to Grade 13, most of 
them are no longer enthusiastic about continuing 
their education. (Oren ae 
Teachers are not better at dealing with drug 


problems than parents. =O 452 
Interpretation of this Factor (in spite of its title) is very 
doubtful. It may not reflect overall lack of enthusiasm about the school 


system at all, and may again be a very specific coupling of attitudes. 


Factor 7 Einphasis on Communication 


Son or daughter tells me what he or she does 
on the evening and at weekends. 0.67 


Son or daughter talks to me about what he or 
She does with free time outside the home. 0.78 


Son or daughter talks to me about his or her 
thoughts and feelings. OO77 


There is no converse to this pattern. The implication of this 
is that either the pattern is associated with only those mothers who value 
such communication, or that it can be seen as a differentiator of mothers 
relative to their emphasis or lack of emphasis on certain types of communica- 
tive act. It will be recalled that in the cross-tabulation results, 
communicative acts (their frequency, and the importance attached by parents 
to them) were found to differentiate students and their parents when the 


former were defined in relation to their drug attitudes (page ine 


Factor 8 Selective Differentiation of Drug Use Patterns 


There is a difference between the user of alcohol 
and the user of drugs. -0.66 


There is no difference between the occasional user 
of marihuana and the hard-core speed freak. 0253 
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Loading 
There is a difference between the person taking 
pep-pills and the speed-user. =0.76 


It would be tempting to see this kind of selective differentia- 
tion of drug use patterns as a type of "denial", i.e. -- This set of 
attitudes might be typical of mothers who, being users of alcohol and 
pep pills een ee. choose to differentiate themselves from "drug users" 
at large, yet are prepared to lump the casual marihuana user with the 
hard-core speed freak. This hypothesis, however, cannot be supported by 
the data, since the pattern above appears not to be associated with use of 
alcohol or pep-pills. The possibility remains that such usage is not being 


reported, but it seems unlikely given the absence of even a hint in this 


direction. 


Factor 9 A Type of "Denial"? 


The majority of young drug users do not come from 
unhappy homes. -0.40 


Use of tranquillizers. 0.78 

Only a flight of speculation could limk the two items above 
in a pattern termed "denial". But the possibility remains, and should be 
mentioned, i.e. -- It is conceivable that mothers who use tranquillziers 
are sometimes defensive about the happiness of their own homes and also 


know that their children use drugs. 


Factor 10 Mothers' Use of Tobacco and Alcohol 

Non-use of tobacco. =O. 67 

Non-use of alcohol. =0;..56 
This is the only situation in which these two drugs appear 


significantly on any factor. Here, they appear together, but unrelated 
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to any other variable. Also, they seem to be related only in the sense that 
non-users of one substance appear to go with non-users of the other. However, 
the converse is presumably also true. It is interesting that these use 
patterns appear not to be tied up with attitude constellations, as is the 
case of marijuana use and "Soft drug" attitudes amongst students. However, 
the communality of the two variables, tobacco and alcohol use (by mothers) 
is only 0.55 and 0.51 respectively, which means that in the context of the 
variables fed into the factor analysis, 45% and 49% of the variance of the 
two variables has to be considered, "unique". i.e. Not associated with 
variation in the other variables enquired about in the survey. The same 
comment can be made about alcohol and tobacco use by mothers as about 
marijuana use by students. i.e. Two interpretations, possibly overlapping, 
are available. One is that the variation is in "reality", unique, which 
means that use of these substances is virtually a random phenomenon. The 
other is that the unique aspect of the variables is true only in the 
context of the variables enquired aaah in this survey and that really the 
use of these substances is tied up with other phenomena entirely. It must 
be pointed out, however, that we are not dealing with "pathological" use 
patterns, even though an element of such patterns can be presumed to exist 
in a sample this size (449). Thus, it is conceivable that normal drinking 
patterns are indeed not significantly associated with any other behaviour- 


al or attitudinal traits. 
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Section III 


FATHERS' FACTOR ANALYSIS’ 


Factor 1 Mild Faith in Students' Self-Disciplinary Ability 


Students are responsible enough to move from poedsn 
class to class without a bell. 0.86 

A high school can run effectively without the 

use of bells. 0582 

Factor 2 "All is Well With School System - Maybe" 

Parents are adequately informed about what teachers 

do in the classroom. 0.63 

Good grades are all that should really matter in 

school. 0.66 

Teachers play a more important role in the moral 

education of students than parents do. 0.48 

(High school students are capable of living without 

teacher-imposed discipline). (0.40) 
(The school-system, as presently set-up, is something 

to be gotten through as quickly and as quietly as 

possible). (0.40) 


The last two statements, though having weak loadings on the 
Factor, suggest that the first three attitudes can sometimes be associated 
with other apparently contradictory, or at least ambivalent ideas. Such an 
interpretation, however, requires further research to determine its 


validity. 


Factor 3 Home is the Precinct of Moral Education 


Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. 0.82 


Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. 0.66 


Factor 3 conveys a different spirit from Factor 2 in that the 


former suggests an acceptance of the school's role in moral education 


whilst the latter certainly rejects it. 
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Factor 4 Negative Premium on Student Control of Curriculum 


Loading 
It is best for a student to be told what subjects to take, 
rather than have him choose for himself. 0.78 
Students should (not) be allowed to choose their own 
subjects. =0.69 
Students would rather be told what to do than have to 
plan courses for themselves. 0.42 


This Factor is noticeably similar to "Mothers' Factor 3". The 


same comments apply to the Fathers as to the Mothers. 


Factor 5 Rejection of Coercive Educational Philosophy 


In this pattern, all the following statements are rejected. 


Students learn more when they have to compete with their 
fellow students. —OnoS 


The fear of failure in school keeps students working 
hard. =) 256 


By the time students get to Grade 13, most of them 
have become enthusiastic about continuing their 
education. -0.60 

In this pattern, competition and the fear of failure are 
rejected as viable motivating forces for students in their learning. It 
would seem that the use of these devices as motivators, however, is associated 
in the minds of some fathers with student disenchantment relative to the 
continuation of their education. It is interesting that this Factor does 


not emerge for mothers. Perhaps fathers have been more adversely affected 


by competition and the fear of failure, or still are being affected. 


Factor 6 Need for External Discipline: Lack of Faith 
in Ability of Students to be Self-Directive 


Slackening-up on discipline opens the door to 
chaos in a’high school. 0.73 
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Loading 
Strict rules and regulations, imposed by teachers, 
make school life easier in the long run. 0.62 
High school students are (not) capable of living 
without teacher-imposed discipline. -0.48 
Teenagers are actually happier under strict training. 0.46 
Students are not ready to handle the responsibility 
for their own attendance at school. 0.44 


This Factor conveys a somewhat different feeling from that of 
"Mothers' Factor 1", which is concerned with Students' "Lack of Ability 
and Motivation to be Self-Directive". The difference lies in the emphasis 
placed by certain fathers on lack of student ability to be self-directive, 
whilst some mothers seem also to be saying that students DO NOT WANT to be 


self-directive. 


Factor 7 "Liberal" Educational Philosophy 


The most important quality of a good teacher should be 
his ability to listen to what students think and feel. 0.68 


(If I discovered my son or daughter was using drugs) ... 

I would discuss it with them, telling them that it is 

their decision, for which they must take the consequences. G.535 
Students should be free to criticize their teachers' 


classroom methods without its being considered a breach 
of discipline. 0.47 


The seven factors above all express various aspects of educational 
philosophies. As in the case of the mothers' factor analysis, the attitude 
patterns of fathers seem to be rather disjointed and fragmentary. Although 
this may be a result of not asking enough questions in the first place, an 
alternative explanation is that there is little congruence between various 
aspects of parents’ educational philosophies. Atttitudes seem to be rather 
specific in their focus, and the attitudinal subgroups delineated by factor 


analysis have hardly any interrelationship. 
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Factor 8 Anti-Drug Attitudes 


This factor is characterized by rejection of the following 


statements: ; 
Loading 

LSD can help to increase a persons' awareness and self- 

insight. -0.67 

There is an excitement in using drugs that is difficult 

to match in any other activity. -0.64 

The use of some drugs -- e.g., marihuana, hashish can 

make leisure time more enjoyable. =O a50 

(Young pecple should be able to decide for themselves 

whether or not they want to use drugs.) (-0.38) 


This group of attitudes suggests a closed-minded approach to drugs 
and an unwillingness to consider the possibility of benefits from their use. 


Factor 9 Discerning Attitudes Toward Drugs 


This factor is characterized by rejection of the following statements: 


There is no difference between the occasional user of 
marihuana and the hard-core speed freak. =O. 7¢ 


Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves 
or anyone else. —0.367 


There is no difference between the person taking 
pep pills and the speed user. -0.54 


This set of attitudes should not be seen as "pro-drug", since 
none of the statements really indicates this. Rather, the suggestion is 
that each drug should be considered on its own merits and that "drug-users" 
are not a homogeneous group. The "spirit" of the factor pattern seems to 


be one of rejecting stereotypes. 


Factor 10 Use of Alcohol ; 
ee Loading 


Use of Alcohol. 0.78 
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Loading 
(Emphasis on conformity of dress in their children). (0.40) 
(Students should not be able to run their own 
recreational programmes). (-0.39) 


The elements in brackets are shown to illustrate the weakness 
of the relationship between fathers' alcohol use and other variables. Approx- 
imately 60.8% of the variance in the fathers' alcohol variable is associated 
with the factor above, whereas the 2 other variables are associated with it to 
the extent of less than 16% of their variance. Alcohol use amongst fathers 
is not asscciated with any other factor in this analysis. The communality of 
Fathers' alcohol use is 69.7%. The greatest part of this "common variation", 
however, is paradoxically absorbed in the factor where alcohol use is the 
only important variable. The suggestion is, then, that alcohol use amongst 
fathers is a relatively independent pattern of behaviour, save that in some 
instances it may be associated with rather conservative views as above. 
Factor 1l Use of Cigarettes 
Use of cigarettes. 0.54 


Drug use by the young can often be seen as a gesture 
of rejection of traditional society. 0-55 


(When students are bored with school it is mainly 

a result of teachers' failure to offer them sufficient 

challenge.) (0.38) 

(Teenagers are actually happier under strict training) . (0.38) 
Interpretation of this Factor is more than usually difficult. 

The relationship of the attitude statements above with cigarette smoking 


is problematic. The interpretation hazarded at this point is that cigarette 


smoking can be associated with rebellious, or at least "“anti-establishment" 
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feeling, and that smokers to some extent identify with what they see as 
being the nature of the drug users' enterprise - viz., rejection of 
traditional society. The last statement, concerning strict training, adds 
another twist to the interpretation, however, suggesting perhaps (in the 
context of the other statements) that society's (and teachers') shortcomings 
are associated with failure to offer "Strict training" to youth. The 
association of these variables is peculiar enough to warrant further 
investigation. 

Although Factor 11 appears to be the major source of variation 
for the use of cigarettes variable (29.16% of the variance being involved 
in this pattern), there is one other source possibly worthy of note. This 
is in Factor 10, the "use of alcohol". Although not significant enough 
to be recorded under Factor 10, 10.24% of the variance in the"use of 
cigarettes"variable is associated with "use of alcohol". The rest of the 
variance, to the extent of the communality (56.2%), is absorbed in non- 
significant bits and pieces. Use of cigarettes, then, would appear to be 
less of an independent behaviour pattern than alcohol use relative to the 
data collected, but it is important to note that the unique variance of 
this variable (43.8%) exceeds that of alcohol use (30.3%). 


Factor 12 Use of Painkillers 


Loading 
Use of painkillers. 0.76 
(Favourable attitude towards legalization of marihuana). (0.34) 


Clearly, the association between the two variables above is weak, 
but presumably they can be found together under certain conditions, the nature 
of which can only be guessed at. Again, as in the case of alcohol and 
tobacco, use of painkillers seems to be a relatively independent pattern of 


behaviour relative to the data collected. 57.8% of the variance of this 
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variable is associated with Factor 12, whilst the communality is 62.4%. 

No other significant source of variation can be shown for the use of 
painkillers. Unfavourable attitudes toward the legalization of marihuana 
are peripherally associated with Factor 8 in the degree of 13.69% (appromi- 


mately). that factor concerns "anti-drug" attitudes. 


Factor 13 Communication 


Loading 
Son or daughter: 
Tells me what he/she does of an evening and at weekends. 0.81 
Tells me where he/she is going before going. 0.79 
Talks to me about free time outside the home. Os73 
Talks to me about his/her thoughts and feelings. 0.56 
(Does things with me at weekends). (0.45) 


This factor is open to the same interpretation as Mothers' 


Factor 7, which is also "communication". 


Factor 14 Age 


Age of Father 0.74 


Its lack of association with any other variable suggests the 
relative independence of age relative to other father characteristics enquired 
about in this study. The communality of this variable is 58.5%. 54.76% of 
the variance in the age variable is associated with Factor 14. Whilst clearly 
age of fathers has sources of variation not explained by this study, it is 
equally clear that it is not meaningfully associated with any other variable 


in the collected data. 
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SECTION IV 

Factors Relating Attitudes and Behaviour of 
Students, their Mothers and their Fathers 

Certain relationships can be found to exist between the attitudes 
and behaviour of mothers and fathers. Some of these, relative to parents' 
reported responses to the hypothetical discovery of their eldest child's 
drug use, have been reported already (see Section I of this chapter). The 
areas in which some consensus can be found between parents appear below. 
As in the case of the relationships reported already, it is noticeable that 
parents are more likely to agree about conservative approaches to discipline 
and various aspects of educational practice than they are to agree about 
strongly liberal approaches. Some items can be found to link parents in 
mildly liberal attitudes toward these issues. This, of course, may be 
simply a result of the fact that fewer parents as a whole subscribe to 
strongly liberal views (see page , Chapter 3), thus reducing the 


probability of agreement at this level. 


Factor 1: Agreement about bells Loadings 
Mother Father 


Students are responsible enough to move 
from class to class without a bell. 0.70 On S 


A high school can run effectively without 
the use of bells. 0.70 OUT AS, 


Factor 2: Agreement about Non-differentiation 
of Drug Users Mother Father 


There is no difference between the occasional 
user of marihuana and the hard-core speed-freak. 0.68 0.73 


There is no difference between the person taking 
pep pills and the speed-user. O26L 0.55 
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Factor 3: Agreement about "Laid-on" Curriculum 


It is best for a student to be told what 
subjects to take, rather than have him 
choose for himself. 


Students should: not be allowed to choose 
their own subjects. 


Students would rather be told what to do 
than have to choose for themselves. 


Factor 4: Partial Agreement About Externally- 
Generated Discipline 


Slackening-up on discipline opens the door to 
chaos in a high school. 


Students become arrogant the minute they get 
a bit of control in school affairs. 


Strict rules and regulations imposed by 
teacher, make school life easier in the 
long run. 


Factor 5: Agreement about Proper Place for 
Teaching Morals 


Religion is a matter to be discussed in the 
home, not in the school. 


Morality is a matter to be discussed in the 
home, not in the school. 


Factor 6: Agreement About Student enthusiasm over Education 


By the time students get to Grade 13 most of 
them have become enthusiastic about 
continuing their education. 


Mother 


0.81 


-0.70 


0.45 


Mother 


Cass 


0.42 


Mother 


0.70 


Mother 


Father 


0.45 


-0.40 


Father 


0.60 


0.40 


Father 


0.66 


Father 
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Factor 7: Agreement about an aspect of Liberal classroom practice 


Mother Father 
Students should be free to criticize their teachers' 
classroom methods without its being considered a 
breach of discipline. O.81 0.45 


Ractor 8: Agreement about Lack of Central Importance of Grades 


Mother Father 
Good grades are all that should really matter in 
school. (Rejected) —0..74 -0.50 

There is no discernible relationship to be found between any 
ef the 8 factors reported above. Once more, we seem to have a picture of 
quite fragmentary attitudes where a view about one aspect of education, 
for example, does not serve as a predictor of another. 

There is one general pattern of relationships which links 
certain behaviours and attitudes of students, mothers and fathers. This 
pattern is presented in two forms, the unrotated and the rotated version. 
Hitherto, only the rotated patterns have been presented, on the assumption 
that these give the greatest "meaning" to the data. In the following case, 
however, the reader is asked to consider the unrotated pattern because of 
the possibility that it represents a social and psychological reality over 
and above that which is presented in the rotated pattern. This possibility 
is the subject matter of ongoing debate between two schools of thought 
concerning the relative merits of which the present writer is not competent 


; i 
to make any more than a common sense judgment. What appears to happen here 


1. For a discussion of this debate see J.P. Guilford, "Psychometric Methods" 
pp. 500 gf. McGraw-Hill 1954. 
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is that the unrotated factor designates a comprehensive pattern of relationships 
which has meaning in itself, but which on rotation resolves into specific 


clusters of relationships. 


Unrotated Factor 9: Drug Use, Drug Attitudes and Communication 


Student: Loading 


As soon as a student starts fooling around with drugs, you -0.48 
can expect his grade average to start dropping. (rejected) 


Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves or 0.44 
anyone else. 


Drugs can be fun. (rejected) -0.43 


The person who smokes marihuana is almost certain to end up 0.47 
on hard drugs. 


There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana. (rejected) -0.52 
Non-use of marihuana. -0.45 
Mother: - thinks it is important - 
to do things with children at weekends. 0.51 
for their children not to mix with people of whom 0.48 


they disapprove. 


is told what children do with free time outside 0.51 
the home. 
does things with the children at weekends. 0.45 
Father: 
Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos in a high 0.36 
school. 
Strict rules and regulations, imposed by teachers, make school 0.40 


life easier in the long run. 


Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves or anyone 0.37 
else. 
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Father: thinks it is important - Loading 
to do things at weekends with the children. 0.56 
to have their children tell them what they do of 0.42 


an evening and at weekends. 


to be told where their children are going before 0.46 
they go. 
to be told what their children do with their free 0.49 


time outside the home. 


for their children to conform to common standards O52 
about dress. 


for their children not to mix with people of whom 0.45 
they disapprove. 


Father: 

Is told what his children do of an evening and at weekends. 0.46 
Is told what his children do with their free time outside O23 
the home. 

Is told by his children about their thoughts and feelings. 0.43 
Does things with the children at weekends. 0.46 


Rotated Factor 9: 


Non-use of marihuana. me NP 
Mother values doing things with children at weekends. 0.46 
Mother actually does things with children at weekends. OZ 
Father values doing things with children at weekends. 0.43 
Father actually does things with children at weekends. 0.74 


It will be seen that on rotation, the strength of the relationship 


postulated by the first factor almost evaporates. In fact, what happens is 
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that the bulk of the "communication" variables break up into small specific 

clusters. These are not reported here although future papers will consider 

them. Marihuana use - or rather the lack of it - which seemed to be closely 
tied up with student drug attitudes and the type of communication enjoyed by 
students and their parents in unrotated Factor 9, is found on rotation to 


link up squarely with drug attitudes only as follows: 


Factor 10 (Rotated) Loadings 
Non-use of marihuana. -0.55 


The following statements are rejected (by students): 


Use of some drugs - i.e. marihuana, hashish - can -0.79 
make leisure time more enjoyable. 


Regular cigarettes are more dangerous than marihuana. -0.44 
Marihuana is safer than alcohol. -0.77 
Drugs can be fun. == (rai 
There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana. -0.70 


Whether we choose the rotated or unrotated pattern of Factor 9 
to give us the nature of the relationships, we are in both cases dealing 
with the correlates of non-use of marihuana. i.e. the pattern is best 
seen as suggesting that frequent communication between student and both 
parents operates to some extent as an insulator against the use of marihuana. 
Factor 9, unrotated, suggests also that certain parental expectations are 
involved in this pattern - e.g. emphasis placed upon conformity about dress 
and upon children not mixing with people of whom the parents disapprove. 


Furthermore, as far as the father is concerned, some specific attitudes 
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about education emerge as correlates of the pattern. These attitudes fall 

in the general area of favouring the use of external methods of discipline. 
An implication of this, of course, is that the father's educational attitudes 
are related to student attitudes towards drugs, which in this case are set 
against their use. 

On rotation, the latter relationship disappears leaving us with 
a very specific, but tenuous, relationship between non-use of marihuana 
and student activities with their parents at weekends. The bulk of the 
variance in the marihuana use variable, on rotation, is absorbed in Factor 
10, which relates it to drug attitudes. 

It may be recalled that the findings in Chapter III suggests 
the existence of a relationship between attitudes towards soft drugs, 
marihuana use and the frequency of and importance placed upon student - 
parent communications. Factor Analysis has partially confirmed this 
relationship, but suggests that marihuana use is more related to attitudes 


than to parental communication. 
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SECTION V 


TEACHERS' FACTOR ANALYSIS 


The overall picture presented by factor analysis of the Teachers' 
data is similar in many respects to the one already discussed for mothers 
and fathers in that we do not find two or three major points of view rep- 
resented but ee a multiplicity of opinions, some of which seem to have 
similar "cores" but which nonetheless are reported as separate factors. 
Because of the large number of patterns involved here, most of them will be 


presented with little discussion, for present purposes. Later reports will 


elaborate on the significance (or lack of it) of these findings. 


FACTORS RELATED PRIMARILY TO EDUCATION 


Factor I: Emphasis on External Discipline; 
Lack of Faith in Students: 


Loading 
Students are not ready to handle the reponsibility for 
their own attendance at school. 015.39 
Students become arrogant the minute they get a bit of 
control in school affairs. 0.40 
High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline. (Rejected) =0.39 
If senior students were in charge of making and imposing 
rules in the school, the rules would end up being stricter 
than those imposed by teachers. 0.33 
Students learn more when they have to compete with their 
fellow students. 0.41 
Teenagers should be allowed to disagree with their parents 
if they think their own ideas are better. (Rejected) = OLS Me 
Teenagers are actually happier under strict training. O.33 


Negative premium on importance of students trying to make 
their own decisions. -0.32 
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The low loadings in this and subsequent factors are largely a 
result of the involvement of the component variables in other factors as 


well, i.e. they have more than one source of variance. 


Factor 2: Restrictive View of School's Role: 


Loadings 
Students should be taught how to question what they are 
taught. (Rejected) -0.49 
Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, not in 
the school. 0.44 
Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home. not 
in the school. 0.39 
Teachers and parents should co-operate actively in attempting 
to cope with student drug use. (Rejected) -0.48 
It is no business of the school to teach students how to make 
moral decisions. 0.89 
(If I discovered that one of my students was using 
Grugs) . «|. 
I would not report the fact to the Principal. Os 5 
I would not report the fact to the Guidance Department. =O% D2 
Factor 3: Democracy for Students: 
High school should provide the opportunity for students 
to learn who they are and what they stand for. 0.30 
Teachers and parents should co-operate actively in 
attempting to cope with student drug use. 07 3d 
Teenagers should be allowed to disagree with their 
parents if they think their own ideas are better. 0.38 


Parents should adjust to the teenager to some extent, 
rather than always expecting the teenager to adjust 
to the parents. 0535 
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Teenagers should be encouraged to tell their parents 
whenever they feel family rules are unreasonable. 


A teenagers' ideas should be seriously considered in 
Making family decisions. 


Positive premium on self-sufficienty and independence 


in teenagers. 


FACTORS RELATED PRIMARILY TO DRUG USE 


Factor 4: Reflective Approach to Discovery of Drug Use: 


It should be the first priority of a school to produce 
a graduate who can think for himself. 


(If I discovered that one of my students was using 
drugs, I would... ) 


Take into account the purposes for which the drug 
was being used. 


Take the kind of drug into account. 


Discuss the risks and advantages of the students 
behaviour with them. 


Sit down and explain the dangers af drug use. 
Take intc account how often the drug was used. 
Discuss it with the student, telling him/her that 
it is their decision for which they must take the 


consequences. 


Try to persuade the student to seek help with a counsellor 
of some kind. 


Factor 5: Punitive Approach to Discovery of Drug Use: 


The most important quality of a good teacher should be his 
ability to listen to what students think and feel (Rejected) 


Emphasis on conformity about standards of dress. 


0.40 


Loading 


O62 


0.48 
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Loadings 
If I discovered that one of my students was using drugs, I would... 
Report the fact to the student's parents. Oaae 
Threaten to call the police. 0; 79 
Call the police. 0.86 
Try to get the’ student thrown out of school. 0.45 
Factor 6: Angry Response to Discovery of Drug Use: 
Heavy drug use is often a symptom of some underlying 
emotional problem in the user. (Rejected) SO eT 


If I discovered that a student of mine was using drugs, I would... 
Become angry. 0.68 


Try to persuade the student to seek help with a counsellor 
of some kind. 0.41 


Use of alcohol. O..32 


Factor 7: Drug Use is an "Intra-psychic" Problem: 


Teenagers should respect the viewpoints of adults, even 
if they disagree with them. 0.36 


(The following statements are rejected:) 


The majority of young drug users come from 
unhappy homes. Oise 


In modern society, drugs are necessary in order 
to help people to cope. -0.46 


Most young drug users come from homes where the 
parents are taking drugs. -0.34 


Drugs can help a person to put up with school. =—ORs0 


The title of this factor is based on the view that the spirit of 


most of the rejected statements above is one of denying that society or 
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parents have any causal effect upon drug use by young people. 


Factor 8: Pro-Drugs: Loadings 
There is nothing wrong with the occasional use of speed. 0.68 
Drugs can be fun. 0-739 


LSD can help to increase a persons' awareness and self- ; 
insight. 0.80 


FACTORS CONCERNING EDUCATION AND DRUGS 


Factor 9: Anti-Student? 
The fear of failure in school keeps students working hard. Orot 
(The following statements are rejected:) 


Teachers should welcome the opportunity to talk to 
students as human beings. == OS 


Heavy drug use is often a symptom of some underlying 
emotional problem in the user. -0.34 


The majority of young drug users come from unhappy 
homes. ; —On oe 


A teenagers ideas should be seriously considered in 


making family decisions. -0.35 
If I discovered that one of my students was using drugs... 
I would not report the fact to the Guidance Department. —Olsw 


This pattern seems to involve two underlying, but unspoken 
statements: "students should be seen and not heard", and "drug use is a 


wilful act, uninfluenced by family and unrelated to emotional difficulties". 


Factor 10: Non-Differentiation of Drug Use Patterns: 


There is no difference between the person taking pep-pills 
and the speed-user. 0.87 


There is no difference between the user of marihuana and the 
hard-core speed-freak. 0.33 
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Loadings 
Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home, 
not in the school. (Rejected) —Oms0 


This pattern gives some hint of the kind of moral value that 
subscribing teachers would promote about drug use in the classroom, since 


morality is claimed to be a fit subject matter for the school to deal with. 


Factor ll: Emphasis on Coercive Motivation; Anti-Drugs: 
eS POEL VACLON; AN EL ~DEUGS =. 


(The following statements are rejected) 


Students should be taught how to question what they 


are taught. —Ons5 
The use of some drugs -- e.g., marihuana, hashish -- 

can make leisure time more enjoyable. -0.44 
There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana. Oy cls) 


(The following statements are endorsed) 


Students learn more when they have to compete with their 
fellow students. 0.35 


The fear of failure in school keeps students working 
hard. 0.51 


The person who smokes marihuana is almost certain to 
end up on hard drugs. 0.54 


High school should provide the opportunity for students 
to learn who they are and what they stand for. 0.42 


It is difficult to say what the last statement above is doing 
with positive endorsement. If it reflects some psychological reality, it 
is possible that it involves dissonance, i.e. how can a student have the 
freedom to explore who and what he or she is, if at the same time there is 


no opportunity to question anything that is taught, and where the fear of 
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failure and the pressure to compete are promoted as the main learning 


motivators? 
Factor 12: "Rule of Iron"; Restricted View of School's Role; 
Anti-Drugs: 

Loadings 
Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, not 
in the school.’ 0.36 
Morality is a matter to be discussed in the home, not 
in the school. 0.46 
Students should be free to criticize their teachers' 
classroom methods without its' being considered a 
breach of discipline. (Rejected) -0.67 
Strict rules and regulations, imposed by teachers, make 
school life easier in the long run. O235 
Students would rather be told what to do than have to 
Plan courses for themselves. 0.36 
Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves 
or anyone else. O.335 
Teenagers should be allowed to disagree with their parents 
if they think their own ideas are better. (Rejected) -0.48 
(If I discovered that a student of mine was using drugs, 
PWOUtl Gs cs a5 sepus) 
Report the fact to the principal. 0.58 
Not take into account how often the drug was used. -0.35 
Factor 13: Faith in Student Ability to be Self-Controlied; 
Pro-Drugs: 
Drugs can be fun. 0.45 
Parents should adjust to the teenager to some extent, 
rather than always expecting the teenager to adjust 
to the parents. 0.53 
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(The following statements are rejected) 


If senior students were in charge of making and imposing 
rules in the school, the rules would end up being 
stricter than those imposed by teachers. 


A school should emphasize the teaching of skills that 
will enable the graduate to land high-paying jobs. 


Students would rather be told what to do than have 
to plan courses for themselves. 


As soon as a Student starts fooling around with drugs 
you can expect his grade average to start dropping. 


Factor 14: Emphasis on Student Selection of Curriculum; 


Pro-Marihuana: 


It is best for a student to be told what subjects to take, 
rather than have to plan courses for himself. (Rejected) 


Students should be able to run their own recreational 
programmes. 


There is no difference between the user of alcohol 
and the user of drugs. 


Regular cigarettes are more dangerous than marihuana. 


Most young drug users come from homes where the parents 
are taking drugs. 


Marihuana is safer than alcohol. 
Use of alcohol. 


Factor 15: Emphasis on Student Self-Discipline, Control; 


Drug Users are not Escapists: 


Young people should be able to decide for themselves whether 


or not they want to use drugs. 


(The following statements are rejected) 


Slackening-up on discipline opens the door to chaos in 
a high school. 


Loadings 
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Loadings 
Students would prefer a school where they knew exactly 
what was expected of them. =0.35 
Drug users are often just trying to escape from the 
responsibility of facing reality. -0.97 


Whilst 88.8% of the data from the Teachers' returns is patterned 
(cumulative percent variance of all the factors), not all the factors have 
been presented here for fear of confusion. The unreported factors (of 
which there are another 10) are omitted because they add little to the 
picture already presented, which is one of considerable diversity and shades 
of meaning. Yet even from the reported factors, it is fairly clear that 
there is little consistency amongst the 52 teachers in the experimental 
school. No attempt has been made in this, or in the other sections on 
factor analysis, to attribute numbers of people to actual factor patterns. 
This has been avoided because it is difficult to deduce these values from 
factor analysis results. The interested reader may, however, go back to 
Chapter III and inspect the groupings of Teachers, Students, Mothers and 
Fathers defined relative to the Education and Drug Attitude statements to 
get a general idea of how many people are likely to be found subscribing to 
"conservative" attitudes and how many to "liberal". This is not to say 
that it is desirable to reduce the complexity of attitude structure suggested 
by factor analysis to the forced simplicity of the groupings in Chapter III, 
but it is nonetheless clear that fewer people favour "student control" than 
favour "teacher control" and fewer favour than oppose the use of drugs. 

In this spirit, the reader may generally relate factor analysis patterns to 


the groupings in Chapter III. 
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CHAPTER V 


OVERVIEW 


Looking back at the hypothesis and research objectives outlined 
in Chapter I (pages 2 and 3), it is now necessary to consider what success 
has been achieved and what remains to be done. As to what has been accomplished 
we have a number of different perspectives on the role of communication rela- 
tive to drug use and on the role of communieation as such. These findings 
will be reviewed below. As to what remains to be done, the most obvious thing 
is a repeat of the survey after the community consultant has carried out 
certain planned interventions during the school year 1972-73. After all, 
this study is an evaluation as well as a basic research undertaking. 

On communication, we have direct and indirect bearings. It has 
been shown that communication between students and parents -- as reported by 
them -- is relevant to the incidence of drug use amongst students. To be 
more accurate, it has been established that the mothers and especially the 
fathers of marihuana and hashish users enjoy less frequent communication 
with their elder children at school than do other parents, and indeed place 
less emphasis on the importance of communication. It is difficult, however, 
to estimate exactly how much marihuana and hashish use is associated with 
infrequent communication with parents. Without inputing causality to the 
association, it is fairly clear that certain types of cannabis users -- 
namely weekend users and those who use when the substance is available -- 
enjoy even less communication with their parents than other types of users. 
Both the data from Chapter 3 and Chapter 4 suggest that attitudes toward 


drug use are intervening variables which are more directly associated with 
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cannabis use than communication. Factor analysis (employing unrotated 


Factor 9, page 118) would suggest that the relationship is roughly as 


follows: 
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Amount of variance in the 
use or non-use of cannabis 
that is explained by co-variance : 

with patterns of communication Soe naman 


and attitudes toward drugs. 
BN Communication 


This representation further suggests that more remains unexplained 
than explained by the factors of drug attitudes and communication. Factor 
analysis findings, however, point to the possibility that much of the variance 
in cannabis use, ehate context of this study, is haphazardly distributed in 
non-significant bits and pieces over a variety of other attitudes and behaviour. 

The findings above are direct bearings on communication, but much 
of the data reported in the preceding chapters provide indirect perspectives 
on the same phenomenon, e.g. Chapter 2 is an organizational analysis of the 
school, based on the community consultant's dairy. These data refer mainly 
to the structural aspects of communication, and perhaps to the climate of 
communication. Although the observations of that chapter cannot be related 


directly to drug use, it was suggested that the confused patterns of communica- 
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tion recorded by the consultant would create an unpredictable environment 
against which certain students (perhaps already "at risk" by virtue of their 
poor relationships with parents) would have to defend themselves. One such 
defense was considered to be drug use. 

The survey data give us additional perspective on the organiza- 
tion of the school, and on students, their parents and teachers as part of a 
system. To illustrate this, let us go back to the formal goals of the school, 
as stated in Chapter 2. These are (as of October 25th, 1971): 

. 1) To educate every student to the limit of his ability, 
allowing for differences in individual rates of development. 
2) To involve students in their own learning procedure and to 
encourage them to assume greater responsibility for their own 
learning activities. 

3) To prepare students for a world of change by developing 
skills and processes that will enable them to continue to 
acquire knowledge to cope with their environment. 

4) To foster the basic qualities of self-discipline, personal 
scholarship and respect for others. " 

It will be assumed that in terms of the educational statements 
which are the subject matter of Section 2 of Chapter 3, those who favour 
student self-control relative to discipline, curriculum, drugs, etc. will be 
closer in spirit to the philosophy above than those who favour externally- 
imposed controls for students. Thus, if the attitudes of students, teachers 
and parents were congruent with the philosophy expressed in the School's 


statement of goals above, we would expect them to score predominantly in the 


range which suggests endorsement of self-directiveness and self-control. We 
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have seen, however, that this is not the case. The smallest groups amongst 
students, teachers and parents are always those who favour self-directiveness. 
The school as an organization, then, could be seen as existing in a state of 
dissonance in that the actual beliefs of its members (taken here to include 
parents for present purposes) do not correspond to the formal rhetoric which 
describes the official policy of the school. To put it more bluntly, it is 
the minority (and a small one, at that) who really believe in the goals of 
the school. This level of dissonance bodes ill for a healthy climate of 
communication. 

Furthermore, the data tell us, it is not a question of cogent 
internally consistent sets of attitudes being levelled against the school's 
goals by either students, their parents or the teachers. Indeed, factor 
analysis suggests that attitudes are quite fragmented, so that conservatism 
or liberalism in one area of beliefs may not be associated in a patterned 
way with similarly oriented attitudes in other areas. As stated in Chapter 
4, communication within and between groups, in the context of these findings, 
becomes first and foremost a question of facilitating the creation of processes 
whereby students, parents and teachers may at least begin to clarify what it 
is they really believe. This may also be part of what is required if inter- 
vention is attempted at the family level, although the dynamics of interaction 
here are probably more complex. Indeed, the findings of this study suggest 
that in the family setting frequency of communication is as important as 
what is communicated. 

With regard to patterns of discipline (as reflected through certain 
educational attitudes and reported responses to discovery of student drug use) 


it can be seen that those parents who favour external controls for their eldest 
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children attending school are significantly often those who enjoy frequent 
communication with their offspring. It is important to note, however, 

that the converse of this is not established, at least through factor 
analysis, i.e. Factor 9 (page 118) concerns patterns of communication and 
disciplinary philosophy that are associated with non-use of cannabis. There 
is no factor to suggest the converse of this. Cross-tabulation results are 
mildly suggestive of the mother's importance in providing attitudes for 
their children which are supportive of cannabis use. 

There have been numerous unexpected by-products of the present 
study. Future reports will explore these in more depth, e.g. the interesting 
findings that the use of alcohol and cigarettes by parents in this sample cannot 
be related to any distinct set of attitudes or behaviours except in perhaps 
10-15% of all cases, which is even less than one would expect by chance. 

Future reports will also attempt to place the findings reported 


here in the context of the existing literature. 
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Tables for Chapter III 


= . 2) 
Section - 


These tables concern those educational statements 
which were found to differentiate significantly 
between the 3 "Student Education Attitude" Groups. 


(pages 51, 52) 
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Students are not ready to handle the responsibility for their own 
attendance at school. 
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NUMBER: 2 Religion is a matter to be discussed in the home, not 
in the school. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 3 Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos in 
a high school. 
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Students learn more when they have to compete with 


fellow students. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 2 A school should emphasize the teaching of skills that will 
enable the graduate to land high-paying jobs. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 6 The fear of failure in school keeps students 
working hard. 
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i) Students would rather be told what to do than have to 
plan courses for themselves. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 8 Most students consider the school experience to be meaningful for them in 
terms of providing them with skills for their future. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 9 High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline. 
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10 The school system, as presently set-up, is something to be 
gotten through as quickly and quietly as possible. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
% | % % % 
EL 1,05 | 23 14.74 60 38.46 48 30.77 14 8.97 156 35.06 3 
ee eee eee ean ON, OAESIN (SAN. SL 
| | | 
} 38 16.24 oo. - 24.7974 “50° 29537 60 *25.64 28 11.97 234 | 52.58 1 
| | 

| | } } k | 

3 eater Y a a Se ee | 
15 27.27 | 17 30.91 | 3 5.45 | 45 27.27 | 5 9.09] 55 | 12.36 | 0 
_ | | PO 


| 


Or rrr, 

ep) 

nes 

Xe) 

jee) 

he 

bh 

WwW 

be 

NO 

Ww 

c= 

~ 
Se 

r= 

> 

un 


x = 41.69 


p<.oOol 


=) SI°35S 


Pa Om arm | 


i 
mw) 
m 
ae mr anne 
ud 
tu i 
» 
i) 
ies] 
day 


exonh + Ty 


: > ; saat * : - - a peep type & 
siiss EYSU STatsies Ac Tees fps Fares GIivIcise LOSey LeLsz Lezboves 
eEnovdgyar sites Lone DISSsaLss wore efaondys CM ta GE 4o0— 


cu 
a 
“1 
ry 


su pinonepy se doteysyh soa darerpa se 
UNMaL- #0 Li@ ecvocy ehereuw’ ge broesiey4 e6¢-nb' 


va 


= eowenyva fo pe 


SeEngsvue Yo -sengeyc 


x EE 


TYPES 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 3 


Student X Student 


i 


SLs 57.59 


4% is 70 Ss V2865) 
| | 

6) O Lt. “20.37 

16 169 


AGE 


1o—17 


years old 


ye 


50 


18-19 
ars old 


21.28 


| 


35.435 


I TE me ee Se. 


— 


o) 


v 


8 re me mr ns enn me ee 


I qoord 


ser 


ae 


TL-< 


er=-s1 


ot HOLE 


ie 
fu 


{2.568 f1 £2.88 


0c 


SS .is 


ud 
aa) 


zs 


Ae.e 


a 


25 


5. = = sn 
a_i Wa ee -6 tat AE nc ne 


Te.cS ff 


bed 
Ww 
“ 
te 
to 
& 


Tables for Chapter III 


Section 3 


Tables follow order of footnote numbers in the 


section above. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: 2 As soon as a student starts fooling around with drugs, you can 
expect his grade average to start dropping. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
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NUMBER: 2! The majority of young drug users come from unhappy homes. 
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The person who smokes marihuana is almost certain to 
end up on hard drugs. 
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Student X Student 


5 Use of some drugs -- e.g., marihuana, hashish -- can make 
leisure time more enjoyable. 
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TYPE: Student 
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This school year, how many of the following substances or 
groups of substances have you used? 


-- Marihuana, Hashish -- 


Have used Have not Row % of Total Non- 
% % 
12 7.59 146 92.41 158 


A NR ae OEE 
WwW 
ie) 
Aa 
Ww 
re eee cer 
i 


a es eee ee 
14 25.93 40 74.07 54 ! 2a a 


ee eS ee 


| 


ri 
ans 
G 
a) 
Ta) 
ie 


" 


PEtywo 


i2 


3 


ext 


= 
. 


AS th, 


18 


TYPE: Student 


NUMBER: 8 Use of alcoholic beverages (wine, beer, whiskey, etc.) since term began. 
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TYPE: Student X Mother 
NUMBER: 11 By the time students get to grade 13, most of them have 
become enthusiastic about continuing their education. 
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Tables for Chapter III 


Section 4 


Tables follow the order of the footnotes in the 


chapter. 
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TYPE < 


NUMBER: 
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Under 5 
yrs. old 


How old is your eldest child? 
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TYPE: 


Teachers 
NUMBER: 3 
Strongly 
agree 
Group l 


Group 2 & 3 


The person who smokes 
on hard drugs. 


Agree more 
than disagree Uncertain 


Marihuana is almost certain to end up 


Disagree more Strongly Row 
than agree disagree Total 
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TYPE: feachers 
NUMBER: é Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves 


or anyone else. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: Teachers 


NUMBER: Ss) Most young drug users come from homes where the parents are 
taking drugs. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: Teachers 


NUMBER: 6 As soon as a student starts fooling around with drugs; you can 
expect his grade average to start dropping. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Teachers 
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If the opportunity presented itself, do you think you might try 
Marihuana or Hashish? 


Row % of Non- 
Yes No Uncertain Total Total response 
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TYPE: Teachers 


NUMBER: 8 Which of the following statements comes closest to your 
own opinion about the use of marihuana? 


Punishments Laws strictly Laws more Row % of Non- 
Legalize less severe enforced severe Total Total response 
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% of 
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TYPE: Teachers 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 & 3 


pS 


Very 
important 


How important or unemportant is it to you that your students: conform to 
common standards about dress (nothing really radical or way out). 


Somewhat 50/50 Of little Of no Row % of Non- 
important importance importance Total Total response 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 & 
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% of 
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Strongly 
agree 
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Teenagers are actually happier under strict 


Agree more Disagree more 
than disagree Uncertain than agree 
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Strongly 
disagree 


Non- 
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Tables for Chapter TII 


Section 5 


Un-numbered tables, giving a type of item analysis 
of the drug attitude statements used to construct 


the "drug attitude groups" (pages 61, 62 only). 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: Young people should be able to decide for themselves 
whether or not they want to use drugs. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: . ‘ 
"Use of some drugs -- e.g., marihuana, hashish -- can 
make leisure time more enjoyable" 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 
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Group 3 


Column 
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Drugs can be fun 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: There is an excitement in using drugs that is difficult 
to match in any other activity. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
% % % 
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NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
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Student X Student 


Strongly 
agree 
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Agree more 
than disagree 


x = 287.34 


pe -001 


There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana. 


Disagree more Strongly Row 
Uncertain than agree disagree Total 
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response 


LADE * 


aq 22 


“30 3a 


“(Ice Tt 


40 


TYPE: Student X Student 

NUMBER: 
Strongly Agree more 
agree than disagree 


S 
Group 1 49° 24.59' 7102 
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As soon as a student starts fooling around with drugs, 
you can expect his grade average to start dropping. 


Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 


Group 3 
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Total 


% Of 
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Total 


Student X Student 


Strongly 
agree 


Kids who smoke marihuana are no good for themselves 
or anyone else. 


Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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Tables for Chapter III 


Section 5 (remainder) 


Tables follow order of discussion in the 


Chapter section. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


L.S.D. can help to increase a persons' awareness and 
self-insight. 


NUMBER: 1(a) 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 1(b) There is no harm in the occasional use of LSD. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 


% % 
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TYPE: Student X Student 

NUMBER: 2 
Strongly Agree more 
agree than disagree 


Group l 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Colum 
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Uncertain 


Regular cigarettes are more dangerous than marihuana. 


Disagree more Strongly Row % of 
than agree disagree Total Total 


% 
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37 26.18.57 


Lt © 23.92 11 


Non- 
response 


45 


TYPE: Student X. Student 


NUMBER: e Drugs can help a person to put up with school. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


% % % % 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 


Group 3 
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Student X Student 


4 People who are always turning on are basically inadequate. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 5 (a) The majority of young drug users come from unhappy 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 


% % % % % 
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Group 3 12 15.19 26 32.91 24 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: 5(b) There is no difference between the occasional user of 
marihuana and the hard-core speed-freak. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Student X Student 


6 (a) 


Strongly 
agree 


Agree more 
than disagree 


Drug users are often just trying to escape 
responsibility of facing reality. 


Disagree more Strongly 
Uncertain than agree disagree 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: 6 (b) Drug use by the young can often be seen as a gesture of 
rejection of traditional society. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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Tables for Chapter III 


Section 6(a) 


Tables follow order of discussion in Chapter. 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: 1 Age 
l3 yrs. 14 or 15 LG: or L7 LS“oxr 19 20 or Row % of Non- 
and under yrs. old yrs. old yrs. old over Total Total response 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Student X Student 


Strongly 
agree 


Agree more 
than disagree 


Most students consider the school experience to be meaningful 
for them in terms of providing them with skills for their future. 


Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 3 By the time students get to grade 13, most of them have become 
enthusiastic about continuing their education. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Student X Student 


Strongly 
agree 


Students are not ready to handle the responsibility for 
their own attendance at school. 


Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 


Non- 
response 
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TYPE: Student X Student 
NUMBER: 5 Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos in 
a high school. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
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Group l 66 28.95 73 
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TYPE: 


NUMBER: 6 


Strongly 
agree 


Student X Student 


Agree more 
than disagree 
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High school students are capable of living without 


teacher-imposed discipline. 


Disagree more 


Uncertain than agree 


Strongly 
disagree 


Row 
Total 
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Total 


Non- 
response 


Ly 


~N 


apse 


3 


+ 
~ 


F—Yasiass 


PH SOOML 


A 


ba 
?e 
4} 
¥ 
7 
4 
4 


HiT 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Student X Student 


Strongly Agree more 
agree than disagree 


% 
735 32.02 92 
56 39.44 52 


425 53.16 22 
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Students should be able to run their own recreational 


programmes. 


Uncertain 


Disagree more 
than agree 


Strongly 
disagree 


Non- 
response 
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TYPE: Student X Student 


NUMBER: 8 Parents are adequately informed about what teachers 
do in the classroom. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


“ g % 
Group 1 29 12.78 36 15.86 7 
Group 2 it. 7.75 21 14.79 49 
Group 3 4 5.06 & als 28 
Column 
Total 65 154 
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NUMBER: 


Student X Student 


Strongly 
agree 


Teachers and parents should co-operate actively in attempting 
to cope with student drug use. 


Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 


Non- 
response 
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TYP s Student X Student 


NUMBER: 10 Which one of the following best describes your family? 


Very close Fairly close Indifferent Unhappy Row % of Non- 
Total Total response 


Group 1 


Group 2 


Group 3 
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Total 


% of 
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TYPE: Student X Mother 


NUMBER: 11 


Completed 
Elementary 


OCs fic 


x? = 16.0156 


p< ~.05 


Partial 
High School 


What is your current formal educational standing? 


Completed Technical/ 
High School} Vocational 


Partial 
Under- 
graduate 


Complete 
Under- 
graduate 


Post 
Graduate 


Row 
Total 
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Total 
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TYPE: Student X Mother 


NUMBER: 12 Students should be able to run their own recreational 
programmes. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


x = 17.3180 
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Group 1 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Colum 
Total 


Student X Mother 


£3 Students would rather be told what to do than to have 
to plan courses for themselves 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


83 


ae 


x = 15.6585 


p<-05 


64 


EY PE. Student X Mother 
NUMBER: 14 There is no difference between the occasional user 
of marihuana and the hard core speed freak. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


Group 1 29 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


x = 30.2504 


p< -001 


65° 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Student X Mother 


15 There is no harm in the occasional use of marihuana. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Lota. Total response 


3 % % % 
1 0.44 2 0.88 31 13.66 48 21.15 145 63.88 o7 
2 4°47 7  £&.93 19 13.38 SA) 0300 80 56.34 142 me 
7 9.09 19 24.68 13 16.88 38 49.35 : jw 


263 


X = 22.2674 


p<-01 


66 


TYPE : 


NUMBER: 


Student X Mother 


16 


Very 
important 


How important to you is it that your eldest child 
attending school does things with you at weekends? 


Somewhat 50/50 OF Lecele Of no 
important importance importance 


x = 18.5076 


p< -02 


Non- 
response 


67 


Group 1 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Student X Mother 


1) 


Does: your eldest child attending school do things 
with you at weekends. 


Every 2-3 times Once a Less than 
weekend a month month once a month 


Onder. 


«7 = 37535360 


p< -001 


Row 
Total 


% of 
Total 


Non- 
response 


68 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group 1 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Student X Mother 


18 


Very 
likely 


4 d.f. 


2 


Does your eldest child (attending Grantham) tell you what he or she 
does of an evening and at weekends? 


More likely 50/50 Fairly Extremely Row % of 
than not unlikely unlikely Total Total 


x» = «T4325 


p<<05 


2) pe ae 


ee ee tee 


Non- 
response 


69 


TYPE: Student X Mother 


NUMBER: 19 How important or unimportant is it to you that your eldest child attending 
school conforms to common standards about dress (nothing really radical or way out)? 


Very Of some Of little Of no Row % of Non- 
important importance importance importance Total Total response 


% 


SieaS 


84 


19 24.36 


Group 3 18 23.08 31 39.74 


Column 
Total 


x -=°2151300 


p< .01 


70 


TYPE: Student X Mother 
NUMBER: 20 Which of the following statements comes closest to your own 
opinion about the use of marihuana? 
Legalize Punishments Present laws Punishment Row % of eka 


less severe strictly . more severe Total Total FeoPense 


° 
xo) 


Group 1 | 88 39.29 


Groun 2 5 


Group 3 ZN 22d, 29%, 37.66 


Column 
Total 


x” = 1/7.6933 


p< -Ol 


71 


YP 


NUMBER: 


Group 2 


Student X Father 


an 


Under 30 31=35 
yrs. Old yrs. old 


Sidr. 


ee ly O62 


p< -05 


Age of Father 


41-45 
yrs. old 


40 34.48 


46-50 
yrs. old 


52 44.83 


Row 
Total 


See 
Total 


Non- 
response 


42 


TYPE: Student X Father 
NUMBER: 22 Students should be able to run their own recreational 
programmes. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
Group l 67 36.12 26 11.45 


Group 2 59 6 A529 


Group 3 41 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


x" = 24.8792 


p<.-Ol 


13 


TYPE =: 


NUMBER: 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Student X Father 


23 How important or unimportant is it to you that your eldest son or 
daughter attending school conforms to common standards about dress 
(nothing really radical or way out). 


Very Of some 50/50 Of little Of no Row Of. Non- 
important importance importance importance Total Total response 


32 14.22 
22 Ibo7d ) 10 7.14 2 1.43 140 31.60 2 
: i a 
| ” : 
| 10 12.82 38 48.72 i 6 20.51 2 15.38 2 2.50 78 dleg Ae(eyih ib 
| | | pm 
i 


74 


TYPE: Student X Father 


NUMBER: 24 How important or unimportant is it to you, that your eldest 
child attending school does mix with other young people of 
whom you disapprove. 


Very Of some 50/50 Of little OF nS Row % of 
important importance importance importance Total Total 


Group l 122 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


75 


TYPE ¢ 


NUMBER: 


Student X Father 


25 


Does your eldest child attending school tell you what 
or she does of an evening and at weekends? 


Sometimes Row Total 


he 


Non-Response 


76 


TYPE 


NUMBER: 


Student X Father 


26 


196 


109 


Does your eldest child attending school tell 
you where he or she is going before going? 


Row % of Non- 
Sometimes F Total | Total response 
226 2 


86.73 


77.86 


V7 


TYPE: Student X Father 


NUMBER: 27 Does your eldest child attending school talk to you 


about what he or she does with free time outside the home? 


About About cer- 
everything | tain things nothing Row Total 


226 


140 


78 


Ee 


o 


of Total 


Non-response 


78 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Student X Father 


28 


Talk to you about his or her thoughts and feelings. 


About 
nothing 


Row Total %- OF Total 


Non-response 


79 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group 1 


Group 3 


Student X Father 


29 


43 30.94 65 46.76 
SP LOE26 Ads. 52256 
| eae ee eee eee TE a 
133 214 


2-3 times 
per month 


108 48.21 


Row S$ of Non- 


once per less than 
Total Total response 


month once per month 


17 12.23 f 14. 10.07 139 31 «52 


| cremermesmemer 
1 eS) aN 
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A ee ce RE OA | IN| 


16 20.51 | 13 16.67 78 
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oO 
Xe) 


on 

Ww 

& 

ke 

bb 

nay 

= 

ARNE ARS AOE CRT COE NE 

er 
ee meee 


12.02 Ne eh0) 


80 


EYRE : 


NUMBER: 


Group 1 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Student X Father 


30 


None 


During the past six months how many cigarettes a day 
have you smoked? 


Only smoke LO CLG ii 2OCCI¢. Over 20 Row 


occasionally per day per day cig. per day Total 


12 


Non- 
response 


81 


TYPE: Student X Father 
NUMBER: SE During the past six months, how often have you drunk alcoholic 
beverages (wine, beer, whiskey, gin, etc.)? 
Never Less than once About twice Almost every Nearly Row % of 


a month a month week every day 


Si 


24 


Non- 
response 


O24 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group 1 


Group 2 


Group 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Student X Father 


32 


Should be 


Which of the following statements comes closest to your own 
opinion about the use of marihuana? 


Punishment Punishment strictly Punishment Row 


legalized less severe enforced less severe Total 


% of 
Total 


Non- 
response 


OM 


ce AES CL MENT PSUTS 
A <fsreoeups cakes paeec FO AORX 


tc wos r: 45 
if 


wins 


ee 


a 


Chapter Tit 


Section 6(b) 


ay 


83 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Student X Student 


LOW Get. 


x? = 171.3070 


p<.00ol 


How often have you used marihuana and/or hashish since 
the term began? 


Weekends when several several 
Only available | times per times per 
} month week 


of 


Non- 
response 


Tables for Chapter III 


Section 7 


Tables follow order of discussion within 


section. 


85 


TYPE: Teachers 


NUMBER: 2 Age 

Under 5155 56-60 Non- 
a0 2 re mea resp mse 
Group 1 8 26.67 A; 153.33 Ay 33s : Ay 135338 


Colum 38.46 


30 57.109 O 
42.31 6) 


86 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 & 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


How many children do you have? 


None One 


Two 


Three or 
more 


Non- 
response 


87 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 


Teachers 


4 


How old is your eldest child? 


O+ Row 
% {tTotal 


2 
G6” 28457 


88 


TYPES Teachers 


NUMBER: 5 Length of Teaching Experience. 


Row % of Non- 
Total Total response 


Under 2 2525 Grea: O Over 10 


Group l 


Group 2 & 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


IVO-ET € 


G 


SIC LT 


pe eT 


Geography 


iGuidance 


‘Education 


iScience 


{Home 
Economics 


Mathematics 


Row Total 


% of 
Column Total 


Non- 
Response 


UsaaWoNn 


9 


Hutyoesey Aqptetoeds zolew Fo eozyw 


89 


90 


TYPE.: 


NUMBER: 


Group l 


Group 2 & 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


Strongly 
agree 


High school students are capable of living without 
teacher-imposed discipline. 


Agree more 


Disagree more Strongly 
than disagree Uncertain 


than agree disagree 


Row 
Tota 


% OL 
Total 


Non- 
response 


oY 


YP iis 
NUMBER: 8 Students should be free to criticize their teacher's classroom 
methods without its being considered a breach of discipline. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 
Group l 


Column 
Total 


Of 
Column 
Total 


Strongly 
agree 


The school system, as presently set up is something to be 
gotten through as quickly and quietly as possible. 


Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 


% of 
Total 


Non- 
response 


a5 


TYPE’; 


NUMBER: 


Group 1 


10 


Strongly 
agree 


When students are bored with school, it is mainly a result 
teachers' failure to offer them sufficient challenge. 


Agree more Disagree more Strongly 
than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree 


% 
13 43.33 
10 45.45 


ia 


of 


% of 
Total 


Non- 
response 


TYPE: 


NUMBER: 11 Students learn more when they have to compete with their 
fellow students. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


Group l 


NUMBER: 12 Slackening up on discipline opens the door to chaos in a 
high school. 


Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row % of Non- 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total Total response 


Group l 


Group 2 & 3 


Column 
Total 


% of 
Column 
Total 


TYPE': 
NUMBER: 13 It is best for a student to be told what subjects to take 
rather than have him choose for himself. 
Strongly Agree more Disagree more Strongly Row 
agree than disagree Uncertain than agree disagree Total 
S | ‘a % 
Group 1 10 2332.33 4 13.33 


Group 2 & 3 


31582 ut 


7 

eS 
9.62 

Column oade 

Total 


5 Or 
Total 


Non- 
response 


FORM 109 


HV Shain, Martin V. 7 

5840 Communication, edu- 

C22S257 cation and drugs: re- 
port on the first year 
of intervention in a St. 
Catharine ig hoo 


DATE DUE BORROWER'S NAME 


HV Shain, Martin V. 
5840 Communication, education 
C22S257 and drugs 


Criminol 


